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The Presidential Commission on Good Government 


MANDATE (PCGG) was created by President Corazon C. 
Aquino on 28 February 1986 through the issuance 





of Executive Order No. 1, s. 1986. This law, predating even the 1987 Philippine 
Constitution and recognized as the first official act under the Aquino administration, 
is the symbolic first step in the transition from tyranny to democracy, and the 
institutionalization of the Filipino people’s aspiration for genuine democracy and 


desire for good government. 


The fact that the PCGG was created by President Corazon Aquino, in the exercise of 
her executive and legislative powers, puts it in a unique position. A rare confluence 
of factors in Philippine politics — enabling environment conducive to change, political 
will, and popular support — made its creation possible. The PCGG, a quasi-judicial 


agency, has three mandates 


(1) The recovery of ill-gotten wealth accumulated by former President Ferdinand 
E. Marcos, his immediate family, relatives, subordinates and close associates, 
whether located in the Philippines or abroad, including the takeover or 
sequestration of all business enterprises and entities owned or controlled by 
them, during his administration, directly or through nominees, by taking 
undue advantage of their public office and/or using their powers, authority, 


influence, connection or relationship. 


(2) The investigation of such cases of graft and corruption as the President may 


assign to the Commission from time to time. 


(3) The adoption of safeguards to ensure that the above practices shall not be 
repeated in any manner under the new government, and the institution of 


adequate measures to prevent the occurrence of corruption. 





POWER AND 


These extraordinary circumstances places 


AUTHORITY 


at the President’s disposal, a quasi-judicial 


agency, entrusted with impressive powers to: 


(a) 
(b) 


(c) 
(d) 


(e) 


(f) 


(g) 


Conduct investigations; 

Provisionally take over business enterprises, until otherwise disposed of or 
privatized; 

Enjoin or restrain acts that threaten or impair its efforts; 

Administer oaths and issue both subpoenas ad testificandum (testimony of 
witnesses) and duces tecum (production of records and documents); 

Cite persons in direct or indirect contempt, and impose corresponding penalties 
therefore; 

Seek and secure assistance from any government agency, office, or 
instrumentality; 


Promulgate such rules and regulations as may be necessary to fulfill its tasks. 


In addition to these awesome powers, Executive Order No. 2, series of 1986, further 


grants the Commission personality and prerogatives of a diplomatic nature, by 


specifically authorizing it “to request and appeal to foreign governments wherein 


any such assets or properties may be found to freeze them and otherwise prevent 


their transfer, conveyance, encumbrance, concealment or liquidation xxx.” 


These circumstances taken together, the Commission can serve as a vehicle by 


which cases of graft and corruption can be investigated, filed, and prosecuted, upon 


the instructions of the President. 


The Presidential Commission on Good 


Government (PCGG) dedicates itself to restore 





the institution’s integrity and credibility, aligning its organization and efforts by 


recalling the noble intentions for which it was created. 


To secure its place in history, by creating a legacy built on transparency, integrity, and 
accountability - and, in so doing, become the People’s Commission, and a model 


agency and exemplar for good governance. 


To become the Commission on informed policy analysis and studies on techniques 


and methods to combat and prevent corruption. 


The PCGG’s task involves four (4) major 
functions which constitute its areas of 


accountabilities, namely: 


° Prosecution and litigation of cases involving the recovery of ill-gotten wealth in 


the Philippines and abroad. 


° Preservation, administration and management of assets to prevent their 


dissipation. 


° Disposition of surrendered assets, the proceeds of which are to be remitted 
with the Bureau of the Treasury, in trust for the Comprehensive Agrarian 


Reform Program (CARP). 


° Continuing identification, investigation and conduct of research of ill-gotten 
wealth, and continuing efforts to solicit legitimate and credible evidence and 
information from well-meaning persons to help PCGG in its effort to recover 


ill-gotten wealth both domestic and abroad. 


Our actions, decisions, and our work are 


enlightened by values and _ deeply-held 





convictions. Ours is a Commission that is 


consultative, participative, and inclusive. 


e COLLEGIAL. We believe that collaboration, cooperation, and coordination are key 


to the successful operations of our organization. 


e MORAL. We do not only do what is right, we strive to do what is good—for the 


country and the Filipino people. 


e RESPONSIBLE. We welcome responsibility as an indicator of trust: the greater the 


responsibility, the greater the trust. 


e TRANSPARENT. We follow established procedures that are clearly spelled out and 


known to everyone. 


e HONEST. We serve the people with candor and for no consideration other than to 


meet the ends of truth. 


e COMPETENT. We work hard to respond and to be responsive to the needs of the 


country and our people. 


e PROFESSIONAL. We conduct ourselves in a manner that honors our office and 


positions as a public trust. 


e SYSTEMATIC. We aim to be globally competitive and strive to be efficient, in 


order to be effective. 


e EFFICIENT. We make every effort to save on costs, without sacrificing the high 


quality of our work. 


e PUNCTUAL. We report for work on time, and respond to our stakeholders in a 


prompt and timely manner. 


e SELF-TRANSCENDENT. We recognize that there is always room for learning and 


continuous self-improvement. 


AGENCY GOALS AND The PCGG, as the government agency 
OBJECTIVES tasked to recover and reconvey to the 


Filipino people all ill-gotten wealth 





accumulated by former President Ferdinand E. Marcos, his immediate family, 


relatives, subordinates and close associates, has the following goals and objectives: 


1. To continue the search for the Marcos ill-gotten wealth. To implement this, the 
PCGG shall continue to link with all the foreign governments and their agencies 
involved in the International Mutual Assistance on Criminal Matters (IMAC), 
Mutual Legal Assistance Treaty (MLAT) and other applicable treaties. It shall 
likewise continue to initiate the necessary legal actions to recover unlawfully 
acquired properties abroad of the Marcoses and their close associates. PCGG 
shall also closely coordinate with its counterparts from the Office of the Solicitor 


General (OSG), Department of Justice (DOJ) and other government institutions; 


2. To strengthen the information technology capability and resources of PCGG to 
access and retrieve relevant PCGG records and evidence related to all pending 


banner cases by using computer based programs and equipment; 


3. To conduct periodic performance audit of special counsels and to hire 
competent and determined lawyers to assist in the speedy litigation of ill-gotten 


wealth cases pending before the Sandiganbayan and other courts; 


4. To preserve, administer and manage assets under sequestration and/or subject 
of litigation; and surrendered and recovered through ocular inspection, physical 


inventory and monitoring preparatory to disposition; 


5. To privatize surrendered assets under its control to augment the national 


budgetary requirement of CARP; 


6. To pursue the filing of additional behest loans cases in accordance with 
Executive Order No. 432 which transfers the powers, functions and duties of the 
defunct Presidential Ad Hoc Fact Finding Committee on Behest Loans to the 


PCGG; and 


7. To ensure that the Commission remitted back to the National Treasury more 


that what we spent. 


Organization 


The Commission is a quasi-judicial body composed of a Chairman and four (4) 
Commissioners. It has four (4) Departments, each headed by a Director and under 
the direct supervision of a Commissioner who reports directly to the Chairman. 


Presently, only two Commissioners have so far been appointed to the PCGG. 


2017 ORGANIZATIONAL SET-UP 


ACTING CHAIRMAN: REYNOLD S. MUNSAYAC * 
Commissioner-in-Charge 
Research & Development Department 


COMMISSIONERS 


kk 


REY E. BULAY 
Commissioner-in-Charge 

Asset Management Department and 
Legal Department 


JOHN A. AGBAYANI ** 
Commissioner-in-Charge 
Finance and Administration Department and 
Legal Department 


DIRECTORS 
DANILO RICHARD V. DANIEL 
Research & Development Department 


LORNA U. REYES (OIC) 
Finance & Administration Department 


Vacant (OIC) 
Asset Management Department 


Vacant (OIC) 
Legal Department 





* Malacañang appointed Atty. REYNOLD S. MUNSAYAC as PCGG Acting Chairman on November 9, 2016. 
** Atty. REY E. BULAY was appointed as PCGG Commissioner on December 01, 2016, and Atty. John A. 
Agbayani was appointed as PCGG Commissioner on February 27, 2017. 


Functions of the Different Departments 


EXECUTIVE OFFICES (EO) 


The Executive Offices are composed of the Office of the Chairman and Offices of the 
Commissioners, with the Commission en banc as the central policy making body. 
Under the Office of the Chairman is the Press Information Office, Message Center 
and Office of the Commission Secretary. Each Commissioner is assigned with a 
Department to supervise to ensure that the affairs of the Commission are prudently 


managed through reliable, adequate and effective organizational controls. 


RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT (RDD) 


The Research and Development Department (RDD) identifies the ill-gotten assets of 
the Marcoses and their business associates that are located in the Philippines and 
abroad. It assists the Legal Department in the preparation, case build up, 
prosecution, litigation of civil and criminal cases for the recovery of the assets. It is 
the central repository of all financial and evidentiary records of the Commission 
which are maintained in a database. It conducts financial analysis and evaluation of 


documentary evidences. 


ASSET MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT (AMD) 


The Asset Management Department (AMD) is primarily tasked with the monitoring of 
sequestered assets and preservation of assets that have been placed under the 
custody and control of PCGG, or with PCGG nominee-directors/comptrollers, in order 
to prevent the dissipation, concealment and disposition of these assets until final 
determination of their lawful ownership by the courts. AMD also assists in the 
disposition of surrendered and/or recovered assets to ensure that these are done in 
accordance with the rules and procedures prescribed by the Privatization Council and 


Commission on Audit. 


LEGAL DEPARTMENT (LD) 


The Legal Department (LD) provides legal services to the Commission more 
particularly the prosecution of all cases filed by and against the Commission in the 
performance of its mandate under Executive Order Nos. 1, 2, 14, as amended, Series 


of 1986, and 432 Series of 2005. 


FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT (FAD) 


The Finance and Administration (FAD) provides the Commission administrative and 
financial management support services such as human resource, administrative 


services, accounting, collection, and budgeting. 


Critical Linkages 


A. The Department of Justice — The mother agency of the Commission, after the 


PCGG was placed under the administrative supervision of the DOJ pursuant to 


Executive Order No. 643, series of 2007. 


B. The Sandiganbayan - The court which has exclusive and original jurisdiction 
to decide on civil suits for restitution, reparation of damages, or indemnification 
from consequential damages, forfeiture proceeding provided for under 
R.A. 1379, and violations of R.A. 3019 known as the Anti-Graft and Corrupt 


Practices Act. 


c. The Office of the Ombudsman - Conducts preliminary investigation to 
determine the existence of probable cause for violations of R.A. 3019 (Anti-Graft 
and Corrupt Practices Act), R.A. 1379 (Law on Forfeiture) and other laws 


involving public officials. 


D. The Office of the Solicitor General -The statutory legal counsel of the PCGG 
which assist the Commission in the filing and prosecution of cases in accordance 


with its mandate. 


E. Privatization Council — The agency mandated to approve disposition of assets 


for privatization. 


The PCGG is also empowered “to seek and secure the assistance of any office, agency 
or instrumentality of the government” and is “authorized to request and appeal to 
foreign governments wherein any such assets or properties may be found to freeze 
them and otherwise prevent their transfer, conveyance, encumbrance, concealment 
or liquidation by former President Ferdinand E. Marcos and Mrs. Imelda Romualdez- 
Marcos, their close relatives, subordinates, business associates, dummies, agents, or 
nominees, pending the outcome of appropriate proceedings in the Philippines to 
determine whether such assets or properties were acquired by such persons through 
improper or illegal use of funds belonging to the Government of the Philippines or any 
of its branches, instrumentalities, enterprise, banks, or financial institutions or by 
taking undue advantage of their office, authority, influence, connections or 


relationship.” 





The manpower resources of the Commission as of December 31, 2017 are as follows: 


1.) Regular Plantilla Positions 
Permanent E 
Co-Terminus - 
Casual - 
Contractual - 


Sub-Total 


2.) | Others 
Consultant/Lawyers - 


Special Legal Counsel/ 
Lawyers - 


Personnel Under Job Order 
(Office Based) - 


Sub-Total 


Grand Total 


48 


18 
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ACTUAL ACCOMPLISHMENTS 
FY 2017 


Cash Recoveries 


From January to December 2017, the PCGG was able to remit a 
total of P376,925,514.41 Million to the National Treasury 
representing Cash Dividends received from the PCGG-SMC shares 
amounting to 2116,072,623.80, and from the Marcos Swiss Deposit 
at the Philippine National Bank in the amount of 2251,985,000.00, 
as well as various income related activities pursuant to the 
exercise of its mandated functions, namely from better rental and 
interest income from businesses and properties being managed by 
the Commission in the amount of 28,867,890.61. 

(Annex “A”) 


Since its inception in 1986 up to 31 December 2017, 


the Commission has recovered the total amount of 


PhP 171,359,374,369.98. (Annex “B”) 
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Remittances to the Comprehensive Agrarian Reform 
Program (CARP) 


Many Filipinos are either unaware or do not fully appreciate the social impact 
of the PCGG’s work. Unbeknownst to them, the Commission has provided 
substantial funding for the CARP, one of the social justice measures of our 


Constitution. 


Under Section 63(b) of Republic Act 6657 or the Comprehensive Agrarian 
Reform Law, among the sources of funds for CARP are receipts from assets 
recovered and from sales of ill-gotten wealth recovered through the PCGG, the 
PCGG remitted the net proceeds of the disposal of surrendered assets to the 
Bureau of Treasury for the account of CARP from 1987 to present the total 
amount of Seventy-Eight Billion Six Hundred Thirty-Two Million Seven 


Hundred Fifty-Six Thousand and Seven Hundred Thirty-Eight Pesos and 
27/100 (278,632,756,738.27) (Annex “C’”). 


These remittances were used to implement various CARP related projects, 
such as: construction of farm to market roads, bridges, irrigation facilities, 
acquisition of post harvest facilities, rural electrification, potable water 
supply, school buildings, extension and training services, credit assistance, 
scholarships grants, creation of Agrarian Reform Communities nationwide, 


and farmer organizations, and other related agricultural projects. 


PCGG has recovered and transferred to DAR 1,650 hectares of agricultural 
land which were distributed to farmer beneficiaries of Cavite and Laguna. 
Another vast area in Biliran Province consisting of 1,407 hectares had been 
transferred to the provincial government and distributed to legitimate farmer 


beneficiaries of the province. 
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Cost to Recovery Ratio 
(1986 - December 2017) 


98.12% 





= Recovery =" Cost 


Total budget/obligations: 2 3.21 8Billion pesos 


Total Recoveries: P 171.359Billion pesos 
(for the period of 1986 — December 31, 2017) 
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Profile of PCGG’s Freedom of information (FOI) 
Program and Implementation 


Pursuant to Executive Order No. 2 entitled “Operationalizing in the Executive Branch 
of the People’s Constitutional Right to Information and the State Policies to Full 
Disclosure and Transparency in the Public Service and Providing Guidelines Therefor”, 
signed on July 23, 2016 by President Rodrigo Roa Duterte, PCGG submitted on 
November 24, 2016 the PCGG’s FOI Manual and People’s FOI Manual to the 
Presidential Communications Operations Office (PCOO), the agency in the executive 


branch tasked to lead the implementation of the FOI program. 


Guided mainly by an overwhelming consideration of public service, the Commission 
immediately assembled a Freedom of Information Team equipped with sufficient 
institutional knowledge of the historical evidences, references, and documented facts 
and figures defining the nature, scope and extent of the recovery efforts of the 


Commission under Executive Order Nos. 1 & 2, series of 1986. 


The team is composed of a core of responsible, honest, professional and competent 
officials and employees of the Executive Office, Research and Development 


Department (RDD) and the Press Information Office (PIO) of the PCGG, namely; 


Chairman Reynold S. Munsayac - FOI Champion 


Director Danilo R.V. Daniel - FOI Decision Maker 
Stephen P. Tanchuling - FOI Receiving Officer 
John Sherwin S. Jao - FOI Receiving Officer 
Jazztine M. Artizuela - FOI Receiving Officer 
Milben Christopher A. Vergara - Secretariat 

Jesusa S.L. Celoza - Secretariat 

Rodrigo B. Dumaquita, Jr. - Secretariat 


Internally, without losing sight of its sensitive quasi-judicial role of being the only 
government agency tasked to recover the ill-gotten wealth of the Marcoses and their 
business associates, PCGG’s actions and decisions in responding to the people’s 
constitutional right to information on matters of public concern are transparent, 
consultative and participative in order to ensure that the quality of information 
obtained by the requesting public is legitimate, timely, truthful, honest, direct and 


relevant useful to their immediate concerns and needs. 
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In the 2017 Presidential Communications Operations Office FOI Mid-Year Report on 
the Implementation of Executive Order No. 2, series of 2016, the PCGG was cited 
among the government agencies as being compliant in the FO! Manuals, FOI Registry 


and FOI Agency Information Inventory Compliance. 


Among the 217 government agencies, PCGG was one of the three (3) nominees 
shortlisted to the FOI Awards for exceptional and/or significant contributions to the 


FOI programs’ progress and development. 


Likewise, based on the 2017 FOI Annual Report of the PCOO, PCGG is one of the 143 
National Government Agencies issued with a Certificate of Compliance for being 
fully-compliant with the requirements set forth by the Inter-Agency Task Force on 
the Harmonization of National Government Performance Monitoring Information, 
and Reporting Systems (AO 25 Task Force) through its Memorandum Circular No. 
2017-1, Section 5 (MC NO. 2017-1, Sec. 5). 


In an awarding ceremony last December 4, 2017, PCGG Chairman Reynold S. 
Munsayac received the FOI Certificate for PCGG’s Exceptional Contribution to the 
FOI Programs given by the Presidential Communications Operations Office (PCOO) 


which was held at the Rizal Park Hotel, Manila. 
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On Pending Civil and Criminal Cases Filed 
With Various Courts 


The PCGG, pursuant to Executive Orders Nos. 1, 2, 14 and 14-A, with the assistance of 
the Office of the Solicitor General (OSG), started filing cases on 29 December 1986 
against the former President Ferdinand E. Marcos, his immediate family, relatives, 


cronies, subordinates and close associates before the Sandiganbayan. 


The first batch of cases filed by the PCGG are mostly civil cases for forfeiture, 
reconveyance, reversion, accounting and damages. Thereafter, criminal cases were 
also instituted against the aforesaid personalities for violation of the provisions of 


Republic Act No. 3019 and the Revised Penal Code. 


Over the years, numerous cases have been separately filed by and against the PCGG 
in connection with or otherwise incidental or related to the aforesaid cases, the 
sequestration and freezing of assets, or the implementation of or performance of its 
duties and responsibilities under the said laws. Moreover, the bulk of criminal cases 
(Behest Loans Cases) for violation of the anti-graft law is also being prosecuted by the 


PCGG pursuant to Executive Order No. 432, series of 2005. 


The PCGG remains steadfast in the performance of its mandate and is confident that 
it will obtain more favorable decisions for the government. As of December 2017, the 
PCGG, with patience and perseverance, a renewed vigor in pursuing the cases, and 
the full support of the Office of the Solicitor General, is prosecuting cases (a) arising 
out of or incidental to the original civil and criminal cases, (b) relative to the 
sequestration/freezing of assets, and surrendered assets, and in the performance of 


its other tasks. 
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AN OVERVIEW OF PCGG PENDING CASES 
As of July 2017'* 


I. CIVIL CASES 

































































































































































A. Sandiganbayan 
Filed by PCGG 
9 
a. |. Forfeiture Elevated to the Supreme Court on: 
Rule 45 (3) 
Rule 65 (2) 
38 
a. 2. Reconveyance, Elevated to the Supreme Court on: 
Restitution, Accounting and | Rule 45 (21) 
Damages Rule 65 (15) 
4 4 
a. 3. Other cases Elevated to the Supreme Court on: 
Rule 45 (2) 
Filed Against PCGG 31 
Elevated to the Supreme Court on: 
Rule 45 (5) 
Elevated to the Supreme Court on: 
Rule 65 (7) 
Elevated to the Supreme Court on: 
Rule 65 from RTC 3 
B. Metropolitan Trial Court 
Civil cases 21 
C. Regional Trial Court 
a. Civil Cases 
As court of origin 4l 
As an appellate court (11) 
D. Court of Appeals 
As a court of origin 3 
Elevated from RTC on Rule 65 10 
Elevated from RTC on Appeal (41) (12) 
Petition for Review (origin: MTC) (5) 
Elevated from OMB on appeal (1) 13 
E. Supreme Court 
As a court of origin 
Elevated from the Sandiganbayan/CA 
Rule 65 30 
Rule 45 (31) 
Rule 45 (Origin: RTC) (9) 
Rule 45 (Origin: MTC) (2) 30 
a. Behest Loans 
Ombudsman 20 
Elevated to the Supreme court on 14 
Rule 65 
Sandiganbayan 4 38 
b. Other criminal cases 
Sandiganbayan II 
Elevated to the SC on Rule 65 46 
OMB 7 29 
RTC 2 
MTC 2 
CPO I 
Ill. ADMINISTRATIVE CASES 7 7 
a. NLRC 17 17 
b. Darab On appeal to Secretary of DAR (1) 8 





TOTAL PCGG CASES 289 





! Inclusive of incidents filed by PCGG 
*Inventory is still on-going, upon the initiative of the Commission to conduct anew an inventory of all 
PCGG cases to arrive with an accurate figure. 


SIGNIFICANT DEVELOPMENTS 
IN PCGG CASES INCLUDED IN THE 
FIRST SEMESTER 2017 REPORT 


(For the Period Covering July to December 2017) 


Notable Pending Incidents 





1. Civil Case No. 0002 
RP vs. Ferdinand Marcos, et al. 


The Marcoses have already completed the testimonies of their witnesses and 
filed their Formal Offer of Evidence in November 2017. The OSG filed its Comment 
on December 20, 2018. For resolution. Likewise pending for resolution is the 
co-defendants’ (Roa III, Chiongbian, Manahan, Fernandez, Raymundo, Araneta III) 
Motion for accounting and release of sequestered properties all of which had been 


opposed by OSG.” 


2. Civil Case No. 0009 consolidated w/ Civil Case Nos. 0043, 0045, 0051, 130 and 135 
RP vs. Jose L. Africa, Jr. et. al. 


In a Resolution dated 18 January 2017, the Supreme Court DISMISSED the petition 
for certiorari filed by Victor Africa who sought the review and nullification of a 
Sandiganbayan resolutions issued on 30 April 2010 and 18 October 2010 denying the 
motion to accept by way of dation en pago parcels of land owned by POTC to cover 


the interests due on the dividends to Polygon. 


Further, in a Resolution promulgated on 15 February 2017, the Sandiganbayan 
denied Victor Africa’s Motion for Issuance of Order for the Holding of a Stockholders 
Meeting at the ETPI to Elect a New Board of Directors. The Motion for 


Reconsideration was also denied in a Resolution dated 6 July 2017. 


Victor Africa filed an Urgent Manifestation and Motion for Appropriate Reliefs 
dated 6 September 2017 involving the call by ETPI of Stockholders Meeting on 12 
September 2017. ETPI opposed said Urgent Manifestation and orally argued its 


arguments on 8 September 2017. Africa filed his Reply and ETPI filed its Rejoinder. 





> Lifted from the briefer submitted to the PCGG prepared by Atty. Xerxes E. Cortel dated January 18, 
2018. 
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In a Minute Resolution dated Oct. 12, 2017, the Sandiganbayan deemed 
submitted for Resolution the Motion for Reconsideration with Prayer for Modified 
Reliefs filed by Atty. Victor Africa, ETPI’s Comment and Opposition to the Africa’s 
Motion, and Reply thereto filed by Atty. Africa. 


3. Civil Case No. 0182 
RP vs. Quisumbing, et al. 


In a Sandiganbayan Resolution promulgated on 6 February 2017, the Republic’s 
Urgent Motion to Disallow Taking of Deposition was granted. The Motion for 
Reconsideration filed by Quisumbing was denied in a Resolution promulgated on 


20 April 2017. 


4. Civil Case No. 0141 
RP vs. Imelda Marcos 


a. Malacanang Jewelry Collection and Arelma Assets 


Partial Summary Judgments have already been made by the Sandiganbayan 
and affirmed by the Supreme Court declaring the forfeiture of Swiss deposits 
(RP v. Sandiganbayan, 453 Phil 1059, 2003), Arelma assets (Marcos vs. Republic, 
686 Phil 980, 2012) and Malacafang jewelries (Estate of Ferdinand Marcos/Imelda 
Marcos vs Republic, G.R. 213027/213253, Jan. 18, 2017). 


b. Marcos Collection of Paintings 


In a Resolution dated 24 September 2014, the Sandiganbayan granted RP’s Motion 
for Issuance of Writ of Preliminary Attachment. A writ of Preliminary Attachment 
dated 29 September 2014 against the paintings that may be found in the known 
places of residence or office of Imelda Marcos and such other places where they may 
be found, and for the attached paintings to be deposited with the BSP which shall 


serve as the custodian thereof. 


The Sheriffs were able to attach fifteen (15) paintings and which were initially 
deposited with the BSP. The paintings were transferred to the National Museum on 


1 February 2015. 
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The Estate of Ferdinand Marcos and Imelda R. filed a Motion to Quash Writ of 
Preliminary Attachment which was denied in a resolution dated 2 March 2015. The 
Marcoses filed a petition for certiorari before the Supreme Court docketed as GR No. 
217901 which was denied in a resolution dated 15 March 2017. A Motion for 


Reconsideration filed by the Marcoses is still pending resolution. 


In a Resolution dated 11 September 2017, the Supreme Court, acting on Republic’s 
motion for reconsideration of the 15 March 2017 resolution, said that considering 
that the basic issues have already been passed upon and that there is no substantial 
argument to warrant a modification of said Resolution, denied the reconsideration 
with FINALITY, and that NO FURTHER pleading or motion shall be entertained. 


Hearing before the Sandiganbayan is set on 24 January 2018. 


5. Civil Case 0167 
RP vs. Spouses Alfredo T. Romualdez and Agnes Sison Romualdez et. al. 


A Motion for Leave of Court to Amend Supplemental Petition dated 14 October 
2016 was filed by the Republic to implead Robinsons Land Corporation as respondent 
which was granted in a Sandiganbayan Resolution dated 24 May 2017. Respondent 


Alfredo Romualdez filed a Motion for Partial Reconsideration dated 20 June 2017. 


The Summons issued to Fidelity Management, Inc. and Jesus Tapalar on 
3 July2017 was returned unserved per Return of Summons dated 12 July 2017. 
The Alias Summons issued to Agnes S. Romualdez on 29, 2017 is returned unserved 
per Return of Summons dated 12 July 2017. The Summons issued to Romson Realty, 
Inc. on 3 July 2017 was returned unserved per Return of Summons dated 12 July 


2017. 


6. Civil Case No. MC 12-6566 
RP vs. City Government of Mandaluyong et. al. 


Sometime in 2006, the City Gov’t of Mandaluyong levied the subject property for 
nonpayment of real property taxes. PCGG claimed that Mandaluyong erroneously 
addressed the notice of levy and it asserted that the property should be exempt 
from real property tax by virtue of the case of City of Pasig vs. Republic, 
G.R No. 185023, 24 August 2011. The RTC ruled and declared as null and void the 


levy, public auctioned sale. Mandaluyong appealed the case to the CA and CA 
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affirmed the Decision of the RTC. A Motion for Reconsideration was filed by the City 
of Mandaluyong but was likewise denied by the CA. Mandaluyong elevated the case 


to the Honorable Supreme Court.? 


7. Civil Case No. 20979 
RP vs. Tarraco Group, Inc. (formerly Barcino Deli Corporation) 


Plaintiff filed a Motion for Issuance of Writ of Execution. Tarraco then filed a 
Petition for Certiorari with application for Writ of Preliminary Injunction and TRO 
before the RTC which was archived for failure of its lawyer to appear in the 16 March 


2017 hearing. 


In a Resolution dated 27 March 2017, the court granted Plaintiff's Motion for 
Issuance of Writ of Execution. The Sheriff has already gave to the PCGG checks 
representing the partial amount of the money judgment from the garnished account 


of Tarraco. 


8. Civil Case No. MC12-6498 
Northstar Transport Facilities, Inc. vs BASECO et. al. 


This is a case for specific performance filed by Northstar to compel BASECO to 
honor and abide by the terms of the October 20, 2006 Contract of Lease, the 
February 2010 Supplemental Contract of Lease and the Release, Waiver and 


Quitclaim between Northstar and BASECO. 


A motion to revive proceedings and resolve motion for consignment was filed by 
BASECO, which was granted. Hearing was set on December 5, 2017 for the 
presentation of witness of BASECO as regards consignment. Exhibits were marked on 


January 3, 2018.* 


9. OMB C-C-14-0160 
PCGG and BASECO vs. Proceso L. Maligalig and Gerard L. Rabonza 


In a Resolution dated June 14, 2016, the OMB found probable cause against 
respondents Proceso L. Maligalig, President and a Director of the BASECO, Inc., from 


2001 to 2011, for violation of Section 3 of R.A. No. 3019 and the complex crime of 





3 Lifted from the Executive Summaries of Assigned Cases by Atty. Jesus Christopher PB Belandres 
submitted on 18 January 2018. 
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malversation of public funds through falsification of a public document under 
Art. 217, in relation to Articles 48 and 171, paragraph 4, of the Revised Penal Code. 
Thus, the OMB directed that appropriate Informations be filed with the proper court. 
However, the Complaint against private respondent Gerard L. Rabonza, Chairman 
and President of Northstar Transport Facilities, Inc., is dismissed for lack of probable 


cause. 


Maligalig elevated the case to the Supreme Court in a Petition for Review on 
Certiorari under Rule 65 docketed as GR. No. 228975. In a Resolution dated 
13 March 2017 the Supreme Court DISMISSED the petition. Thereafter, in a 
Resolution dated 14 August 2017, the Supreme Court denied Maligalig’s Motion for 


Reconsideration to the dismissal of his petition. 


10. Criminal Case Nos. 17287-17291; 22867-22870 and 19225 
People of the Philippines vs. Imelda Marcos 


In the Order dated 28 February 2017, the Court ordered the counsel of the 
accused Atty. Robert Sison to pay a fine of P2,000.00 for his non-appearance despite 
notice. The right to present evidence for the accused is deemed waived. He is 
further ordered to file his formal offer of evidence within 15 days. The prosecution is 
given 10 days from receipt of the defense’s formal offer of evidence within which to 
file its Comment/Opposition. Thereafter, the formal offer of evidence is deemed 


submitted for resolution. 


11. CAG.R. No. CV-103878 
Newfound Land vs. Mid-Pasig Land Development Corporation 


Based on the Decision dated 21 December 2016, for being equally negligent of its 
case against MPLDC, NLI cannot pass all the blame to its lawyers in order to be 
absolved of the consequences thereof. Even assuming its lawyers were grossly 


negligent in prosecuting its case. 


The appeal is DISMISSED for lack of merit. On 11 April 2017, the Court of Appeals 


issued a Resolution directing to issue an Entry of Judgment. 


12. CAG.R. SP No. 131819 


4 Ibid. 
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RP vs. Hon. Judge Romeo de Leon 9RTC Branch 25), Sister (Angelica) Erlinda 


Leviste, OSB and Romulo Alforja 


Per Resolution dated 26 January 2017, the Petition for Annulment of Judgment is 
considered submitted for decision for failure of private respondents to file 


Memorandum despite notice. 


The CA, in its decision promulgated. on November 27, 2017, granted the petition for 
annulment of judgment. The Petition for Issuance of New Owner’s Duplicate Copy of 
TCT No. T-15103 filed by private respondent Erlinda Leviste was DISMISSED, and the 
The Register of Deeds for Calamba City was directed to cancel TCT No. T-706261 


issued in Leviste’s name. 


13. Civil Case No. 0033-B 
RP vs. E. Cojuangco, et al. 


RP’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment dated 8 September 2002 was denied 
by the Sandiganbayan in a Joint Resolution promulgated on 2 June 2016. RP/PCGG 
filed a Motion for Reconsideration on 8 July 2016. In a Joint Resolution promulgated 
on 9 May 2017 the court denied the Motion for Reconsideration filed by the Republic 
in Civil Case Nos. 0033-B and 0033-D. 


The Sandiganbayan, in a Resolution dated 9 May 2017, stated that the 
Motions for Reconsideration filed by RP in Civil Case No. 33-B and 33-D are denied for 
lack of merit. On 17 July 2017, Republic filed a Petition for Certiorari before the 


Supreme Court. 


14. Civil Case No. 0033-D 
RP vs. E. Cojuangco, et. al. 


RP’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment dated 8 September 2002 was denied 
by the Sandiganbayan in a Joint Resolution promulgated on 2 June 2016. RP/PCGG 
filed a Motion for Reconsideration on 8 July 2016. In a Joint Resolution promulgated 
on 9 May 2017 the court denied the Motion for Reconsideration filed by the Republic 
in Civil Case Nos. 0033-B and 0033-D. On 17 July 2017, Republic filed a Petition for 


Certiorari before the Supreme Court. 
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15. Civil Case No. 0033-H 
RP vs. E. Cojuangco, et al. 


In a Resolution dated 17 April 2017, the Sandiganbayan denied the Republic’s 
Motion for Reconsideration of the Resolution dated 20 December 2004 dropping the 
name of Juan Ponce Enrile as defendant in this case pursuant to Sec. 3 Rule 3 of the 
Revised Rules of Civil procedure. A Petition for Review on Certiorari was timely filed 
by the Republic to assail the dropping of Enrile as a party-defendant, maintaining that 
the Sandiganbayan erred when it required a statement of the individual acts of Enrile 
on how he amassed, acquired or accumulated ill-gotten wealth. The OSG is currently 


collecting documentary evidence for pre-trial purposes. 


16. Civil Case No. 0019 
RP vs. Armando Romualdez et. al. 


The Demurrer to Evidence filed separately by Alfredo Romualdez, and Armando 
and Vilma Romualdez were granted by the court in a Decision dated 15 August 2016 
dismissing the case against the three. The Republic filed a Motion for Reconsideration 
dated 16 September 2016. In a Resolution dated 31 January 2017, the court denied 
the said motion for lack of merit. The Republic filed a Petition for Review dated 
24 March 2017. The Supreme Court in its Resolution dated 15 March 2017, granted 
the motion for the OSG for an extension of 30 days to file a petition for review on 


certiorari. 


17. CAG.R. No. SP 140155/SC G.R. No. 230301 
BLEMP Commercial of the Philippines. vs. PCGG, Mid-Pasig Land 
Development Corporation and the Register of Deeds of Pasig 


In a Resolution dated 6 January 2017, the respondents’ Motion to Suspend to 30- 
day Period within which to File Memorandum is denied. Accordingly, the disquisition 
in the 13 October 2016 resolution deeming the case submitted for decision after the 
lapse of 30 day period stands. PCGG and MPLDC filed a petition for certiorari under 
Rule 65 before the Supreme Court seeking to reverse resolutions dated 6 January 


2017 and 13 October 2016. 


In a DECISION promulgated on 27 March 2017, the Court of Appeals granted the 
petition for annulment filed by BLEMP. PCGG elevated the case to the Supreme 
Court docketed as G.R. No. 230301 which DISMISSED the petition in a resolution 
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dated 24 April 2017. PCGG and MPLDC filed a Motion for Reconsideration (of the 
Resolution dated 24 April 2017) with Motion to Refer the Case to the Court en Banc 


(With Leave of Court) dated 4 July 2017. 


Meanwhile, in a Decision promulgated on 27 March 2017, the CA granted the 
petition for annulment filed by BLEMP. The Republic filed a Motion for 
Reconsideration dated 11 April 2017 which was denied by the CA in a Resolution 
promulgated on 8 August 2017. The OSG filed a Motion for Extension of Time to File 
Petition for Review on Certiorari dated 23 August 2017 asking a 30 day extension 


from September 1, 2017 or until October 1, 2017. 


18. CAG.R. No. SP No. 142053/SC G.R. No. 230115 
RP vs. Tijuana’s Mexican Grill Corp. 


In a Resolution promulgated on 20 January 2017, the Court of appeals denied the 
Republic’s Motion for Reconsideration. The case was elevated to the Supreme Court 
docketed as G.R. no. 230115. As per SC Resolution 21 June 2017, Respondents were 
required to comment within 10 days from notice, to which Respondents filed a 


Motion for Extension of Time dated 16 August 2017. 
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Estimated Valuation of Assets under Litigation 


Nineteen (19) Civil Cases Pending with the SandiganBayan 


As of 31 December 2017 














No. Defendants Civil Shares Real TOTAL 
Case of Stocks Properties 
1 | Marcos, et al 002 931,158,240.00 267,425,128.00 1,198,583,368.86 
2 | Genito, et al 004 1,586.70 186,876,203.00 186,877,789.70 
3 | Tan, Lucio et al 005 13,973,491,680.00 13,973,491,680.00 
4 | Cruz, Jr. etal 006 z 63,350,000.00 63,350,000.00 
5 | Gimenez, et al 007 263,143,361.99 15,239,885.50 278,383,247.49 
6 | Tantoco, et al 008 426,694,794.78 222,073,400.00 648,768,194.78 
7 | Africa, Nieto et al 009 2,947,832,955.00 227,400.00 2,948,060,355.00 
8 | A Romualdez et al 010 626,637,791.00 73,956,632.70 700,594,423.70 
9 | Silverio, et al 011 : 350,000,000.00 350,000,000.00 
10 | Enriquez, et al 014 17,531,851.00 699,677,800.00 717,209,651.00 
11 | Cuenca, et al 016 293,389,884.71 - 293,389,884.71 
12 | Ver, etal 017 6,477,832.00 264,910,230.00 271,388,062.00 
13 | Ar Romualdez, et al 019 2 43,627,418.00 43,627,418.00 
14 | Sabido. et al 024 344,601,706.00 344,601,706.00 
15 | Argana, et al 026 : 1,233,972,421.90 1,233,972,421.90 
16 | A. Lim, et al 030 “ 224,674,679.00 224,674,679.00 
17 | Cojuangco, et al 033 15,591,761,605.40 1,931,344,790.00 17,523,106,395.00 
18 | B. Romualdez, et al 035 894,673,678.50 545,979,410.00 1,440,653,088.50 
19 | Remulla 062 360,881.00 2,023,610,780.00 2,023,971,661.00 




















Please see Annex “D” for Status Of Pending PCGG Recovery And Other Related Civil Cases as of December 31, 2017; 
Annex “E” PCGG Criminal Cases; Annex “F” for the Status of Behest Loans Cases; Annex “G” for the Status of Cases Filed 
Against PCGG; and Annex “H” for the Status of IRC Group Cases. 
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SEQUESTERED ASSETS 


Preservation and Monitoring of Sequestered Assets 
and Properties 


Six (6) condominium units in Galeria de Magallanes, Magallanes Village, Makati 


City: 


1.1 


1.2 


1.3 


1.4 


1.5 


1.6 


1.7 


Units Registered Owner 

AA-129 Fabian Ver/Aida Ver 

AA-212 Elmer L. Resurreccion 

AA-214 Irwin Ver 

AA-312 Reynaldo Tuason/Helma Tuason 
AA-318 Rexor P. Ver 

K-102 Fortuna Marcos Barba 


Managed 6 condominium units and collected PhP1,690,980.00 from 
lease rental payments. Total amount collected and deposited in an 
escrow amount as of December 2017 is PhP31,488,778.43 and 
LBP Account amounting to PhP4,255,206.81 as of 5 January 2018. 


Renewed Lease Contracts for units AA-129 and K-102. 


Reviewed and endorsed for approval draft Lease Contracts with Ms. 
Veronica Abordo for units AA-212 and AA-318, subject to compliance 


of compromise settlement of rental receivables. 


Recommended installation of Automatic Fire Suppression System as 
required by the Galeria de Magallanes Administration in compliance to 


Fire Protection Law and Building Code of the Philippines. 


Endorsed draft Lease Contracts for renewal of units AA-214 and 
AA-312. 


In coordination with the Finance and Administration Department, 
settled the monthly installments for the installation of the Automatic 
Fire Suppression System (AFSS) of the aforementioned condominium 


units. 


Supervised and reviewed activities undertaken on the properties. 
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2. 


Region VIII Assets and Properties (Tacloban City, Leyte) 


2.1 Operations 


Region 8 operations for the year 2017 resulted with a gross income or 


gross receipts of P4,620,492.28 compared to 2016 income of 


P4,048,266.34 or an increase in income of P572,225.94. 


The increase in income was due to increasing number of visitors/ 


tourists who visited Sto Niño Shrine especially during the summer 


season. 


Deposited under escrow account with the Bureau of Treasury as of 
December 31, 2017 the amount of Nineteen Million Eight Hundred Nine 
Thousand Seven Hundred Nine Pesos and 09/100 (19,809,709.09)), 
while cash in bank deposited with the Land Bank has a total balance of 


Six Million Two Hundred Thirteen Thousand Six Hundred Eighteen Pesos 


and 49/100 (P6,213,618.49) as of December 31, 2017. 
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Monitoring of Financial Status and Operations of 
Sequestered Corporations 


1. Conducted pre-audit on disbursements of the following 
sequestered/surrendered companies thru PCGG designated comptrollers: 


1. Intercontinental Broadcasting Corp. 
2. Jewelmer International, Inc. 
3. Agricultural Investors, Inc. 


2. Verified and updated the corporate status of 409 sequestered 
corporations /shares of stocks covered with 416 issued writs of 
sequestration based on the recent General Information Sheet retrieved 
from SEC iView as well as the legal status provided by the Legal 


Department. 


3. Indexed sequestered corps/shares and other assets covered by 195 
sequestration orders issued in the year 1986; 88 corps/shares and other 
assets covered by 104 sequestration orders issued in the year 1987; and, 
a total of issued 122 sequestration orders covering corps/shares, real 


properties and other assets for the year 1988. 


4. Secured the latest Financial Statements and General Information Sheets 
of sequestered and surrendered corporations and other related documents 


from SEC iView Account. 


5. Prepared/submitted a list of PCGG administered corporations with 
government nominees indicating the percentage and numbers of 


government nominees in each corporations. 
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C. Accounting and Monitoring of Sequestered Assets 


1. Conducted physical inventory of Grandma Moses Paintings located at the 


Teus and Goldenber Houses, Malacanang Complex. 


2. Prepared template of inventoried items with digitized images conducted at 


Tacloban City. 


3. Submitted Comprehensive Physical Inventory of sequestered items located at 
Tacloban City Per Mission Order No. RSM/REB-2017-001-A with comments/ 
observations and recommendations, attached List of Physical Inventory, and 


pictures. 


4. Verified the physical conditions of the 527 sequestered paintings and 
artworks thru ocular inspection of the storage area of the Metropolitan 


Museum of Manila Foundation, Inc. 


5. Comparative listing of appraised value of Sotheby’s and Christie’s in 


December 2016 and January 2017. 


6. Assisted in the inventory of artworks located in the Sto. Nino Shrine & 


Heritage Museum (SNSM). 
7. Re: Region 8 sequestered properties: 


a. Reviewed vouchers and endorsed for approval of the Director/CIC, 


AMD. 
b. Prepared Mission Order for the interim Disbursing Officer. 


8. Conducted evaluation and ocular inspection on the damaged ceiling of 


Sto. Nino Shrine & Heritage Museum repaired by the TIEZA. 
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D. 


1. 


Research Work, Records Verification and Ocular 
Inspection 


Conducted ocular inspection of Teus and Goldenberg Houses located at the 
Malacanang compound, and verification of ownership thru retrieval of land 


titles and tax declarations. 


Prepared Memo-request to the Commission for approval of the recording of 
cash collections and disbursements of Region VIII sequestered properties in 
the book of accounts (Fund 184) of the Commission. Compliance to PCGG- 
COA audit report with regard to booking of Region VIII Receipts and 
Disbursements under Fund 184 and frequency of remittance to Bureau of 


Treasury (BTr). 


Submitted letter-reply to PCGG-COA Resident Auditor pertaining to COA- 
Audit Report dated 17 May 2017 with attachments. 


Prepared Policy and Procedure for the conduct of physical inventory of 


sequestered and surrendered/recovered assets and properties. 


Initially conferred with National Historical Commission of the Philippines and 
the National Museum of the Philippines representatives with regard to 
rehabilitation of Sto. Nino Shrine and People’s Center and Library to be 
undertaken by TIEZA re: To declare Sto. Nino Shrine and People’s Center and 


Library as cultural heritage and cultural treasures of the Philippines. 
Scanned/retrieved copies of lifting orders/resolutions/ minutes. 


Transmitted letters to sequestered and surrendered corporations requesting 


for an updated list of government/PCGG nominee-directors. 


Prepared a chronology of events on PIMECO Pasig property and Lianga Bay 
Logging Co., Inc. 


Transmitted letters to the PCGG administered corporations requesting for the 


2016 Financial Statements and General Information Sheets. 
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10. In connection with the sequestered properties of Roman Cruz, Jr.: (1) 


11. 


12. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


18. 


Coordinated with the Assessor’s Office, Treasurer’s Office and Registry of 
Deeds and secured copies of the following: (a) Tax Declarations, (b) 
Statements of Real Property Taxes, and (c) Transfer Certificates of Title; (2) 
Sent a letter to the Europa Condominium Villas, Inc. requesting for the 
Statement of Account of Condominium Unit Nos. 553 and 554; and (3) 
Submitted a report on the current fair market value and status of the Baguio 


and Antipolo properties. 


Submitted a report re: real properties under sequestration and/or litigation 


with annotation of lis pendens. 


Prepared valuation of real properties under sequestration and/or litigation 


based on their latest zonal value. 


Obtained certified true copies of TCT Nos. 068-2014002578 to 2580, 
068-2012001452, 11732 and 11727 registered in the name of the Rizal 


Provincial Government and Alfonso Lim, respectively. 


Annotated the notice of lis pendens on TCT Nos. T-274610, T-274707 and 
T-264711 all registered in the name of Andres V. Genito, Jr. and secured 


certified true copies of said TCTs from the Registry of Deeds. 


Obtained certified true copies of documents with the National Labor Relations 
Commission (NLRC), Regional Arbitration Branch VI, Bacolod City re status of 


Civil Case No. 0134-84 entitled “Rodolfo G. Samillano vs. Andres V. Genito, Jr. 


Sent a letter to the Bataan Provincial Agrarian Reform Office requesting 
information on the status of CARP coverage of the PIEDRAS property covered 


by TCT No. T-163207 located in Mariveles, Bataan. 


Assisted in retrieving/collating documents on sequestered guesthouses/ 


resthouses. 


Supervised the daily operation of Region VIII properties through the regional 


representative. 
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19. 


20. 


21. 


22. 


23. 


24. 


25. 


26. 


27. 


28. 


Coordinated with Register of Deeds of Muntinlupa, Calamba, and Sta. Cruz, 
Laguna to procure documentary support for the litigation of Civil Case 


No. 0026 pursuant to Mission Order No. RSM/REB-2017-004. 


Coordinated with the Land Registration Authority (LRA) Head Office for the 
printing of the TCTs listed in Civil Case No. 0026, “R.P. v Remedios Argana, 


et al” requested from the abovementioned Registers of Deeds. 


Secured documents relative to the above civil case under litigation from the 


National Archive. 


Procured evidentiary documents/materials with 100% significance to the 


litigation of cases and for the AMD’s profiling of properties. 


Conducted ocular inspection and records verification of the sequestered 
aircraft (RPC-755) prior to issuance of Flight Clearance. The said flight 


clearance was granted and valid for one (1) year. 


Caused the annotation of notice of lis pendens on the Baguio and Pampanga 
properties registered in the name of Roman Cruz, Jr., Jose L. Africa and 


Benjamin/Juliette Romualdez, respectively. 


Obtained certified true copies of derivative titles of the Alfredo Romualdez 


properties located in Paranaque City. 


Attended meeting with the Tourism Infrastructure Enterprise Zone Authority 
(TIEZA) on the possibility of coming up with a Memorandum of Understanding 
(MOU) regarding the Sto. Nino Shrine and Heritage Museum located in 


Tacloban City. 


Retrieved/obtained certified true copies of CCT No. 4595 and TCT No. 87024 
registered in the name of Multi-Realty Development Corporation and 


Heritage Manila, respectively from the Registry of Deeds. 


Prepared chronology of events on the rehabilitation and repair of the Sto. 


Nino Shrine & Heritage Museum. 
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29. 


30. 


31. 


32. 


33- 


34. 


35- 


36. 


37- 


38. 


Transmitted letters to sequestered and surrendered corporations requesting 


for an updated list of government/PCGG nominee-directors. 


Coordinated with the Office of the City Assessor of Makati to determine 
whether Ms. Edna Camcam owned or has declared a property for taxation 


purposes in connection with Civil Case No. 0017. 


Transmitted letters to the PCGG administered corporations requesting for the 


2016 Financial Statements and General Information Sheets. 


Submitted a report re real properties under sequestration and/or litigation 


with annotation of lis pendens. 


Submitted a report on the fair market value of the Antipolo and Baguio 


properties registered in the name of Roman Cruz, Jr. 


Coordinated and requested the Administrative Services Division to undertake 
the procurement of professional services for the appraisal of the Genito 
property located in Negros Occidental pursuant to R.A. No. 9184, otherwise 


known as the Government Procurement Reform Act. 


Obtained certified true copies of TCT Nos. 073-2015002245 registered in the 
name of G & E Realty and Development Corporation under Civil Case No. 0033 
and TCT Nos. T-47105 and 091-2016003316 in the name of Andres V. Genito 


and Nelson V. Genito, respectively subject of Civil Case No. 0004. 


Requested pertinent documents from the Registry of Deeds of Quezon City 
and RTC, Quezon City Branch 100 re: Two (2) La Vista Village Quezon City 


properties of spouses Ferdinand and Imelda Marcos. 


Prepared/submitted a briefer on the Edna Camcam Forbes Park, Makati 


properties. 


Submitted recommendations re: (1) Letter of Mr. Diosdado D. Pedronan of 
Lagoon Neighborhood Association regarding Lot 1110 allegedly registered in 
the name of Alfonso Lim, Sr.; and (2) TCT No. 111479 in the name of Andres 
Genito, Jr. subject of Civil Case No. 0004. 
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39. 


40. 


41. 


42. 


43. 


44. 


45. 


46. 


47. 


48. 


49. 


50. 


51. 


52. 


Assisted/attended a hearing together with the PCGG special legal counsel re 


LRA Consulta on Legaspi Tower condominium units located in Manila. 


Assisted in securing certified true copies of Tax Declarations of Kingswood 


property from the Assessor’s Office, Caloocan City. 


Sent letters to the Sandiganbayan clerks of court requesting for the certified 


true copies of the various complaints involving assets under litigation. 


Prepared/submitted a list of PCGG administered corporations with 
government nominees indicating the percentage and numbers of government 


nominees in each corporations. 


Updated the asset profiles of real properties under sequestration and/or 


litigation. 


Prepared letters to the Register of Deeds requesting for the annotation of 
notice of lis pendens and/or sequestration on real properties under 


sequestration and/or litigation. 


Obtained certified true copies of Transfer Certificates of Title registered in the 


name of Philcomsat. 


Submitted an executive summary re: Piedras Petroleum Co., Inc. and Banahaw 


Broadcasting Corporation (BBC). 


Prepared reply re: letter-request from Paradise Park Neighborhood 


Association on Lot 157 located in Bgy. San Vicente, San Pedro, Laguna. 


Prepared/submitted a list of GOCC’s under the jurisdiction of GCG. 


Implemented/served notices of lis pendens to various Registries of Deeds 


covering the 73 real estate properties under sequestration and litigation. 


Requested for the procurement of professional services re: appraisal of real 


estate properties under Civil Case Nos. 0002, 0017 and 0035. 


Prepared a briefer re: Marcos jewelry collections. 


Prepared company profile for GOCC’s under the jurisdiction of GCG. 
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53- 


54. 


55. 


56. 


57- 


58. 


Prepared supporting documents in coordination with the Legal Department 


re: Appeal En Consulta involving TCT Nos. S-105523 and 19124. 


Obtained certified true copies of Tax Declarations from the Assessors’ Office 
of Quezon City, Caloocan City and Bacolod, San Enrique, Pontevedra, 
Himamaylan, Murcia and Ilog, all of the Province of Negros Occidental 


re: Cojuangco, Ver and Genito properties. 


Conducted ocular inspection on 3 real properties located in Sta. Margarita, 


W. Samar and Tacloban City. 


Conducted ocular inspection and records verification of 7 sequestered aircraft 


for updating of records. 


Coordinated with the Legal Department relative to PNB-PCGG Agreement on 


Arelma Fund. 


Reviewed and submitted comment and suggestions/recommendation on the 
PCGG-PNB Memorandum of Agreements re Arelma Escrow/Contingency Fund 


in possession of PNB. 
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I. PRIVATIZATION/SURRENDERED ASSETS 


1. Gathered documents/data for the seven (7) real properties subject of 


public bidding consisting of the following: 


a) TCT’s 

b) Tax Declaration 

c) Area of the property 

d) Location 

e) Fair Market Value (FAV) vis a vis Privatization Council (PrC) 
policy on validity of appraisal. 


f) BIR zonal value. 


2. Updated yearly Privatization Plan and List of Assets Privatized and 


Surrendered/Recovered/Forfeited Assets Due for Privatization. 


3. Met with COA Central Office pertaining to PCGG Policies on Privatization 


matters. 
4. Conducted inventory of all documents of Privatization Division. 
5. Attended the Privatization Council meetings. 


6. Completed/submitted Manual on Procedures and Work Instructions and 
Forms on the Privatization of Disposable Surrendered/-Recovered Assets 
in compliance with the required ISO 9001-Alligned QMS and Quality 
Procedures/PAWIN. 


7. Prepared memo-reply on inquiries re: Privatization of Assets. 


8. Conducted ocular inspection of the following surrendered properties 


available for sale: 


a) Caloocan Properties 

b) Calapan Property 

c) Puerto Galera Property 
d) Kingswood Property 

e) BBC Naga Property 

f) GMA, Cavite Property 
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10. 


11. 


12. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


18. 


Coordinated with the COA TSO Director re: guidance as to the review and 


valuation/appraisal of properties for sale. 


Conducted inventory of surrendered shares of stocks issued to/owned by 


Independent Realty Corporation (IRC). 


Conducted inventory of TCTs — original, certified true copies on file with 


the IRC and Library Unit records. 


Attended Ad-Hoc Committee meetings pertaining to the following: 


e Complete the list of assets and updating of fair market values; 
e Conduct ocular inspection and complete inventory of all assets 


e Replies to COA Audit Findings 


Prepared memo-reply on inquiries re: PCGG assets. 


Coordinated with the Department of Agrarian Reform (DAR) for the list of 
surrendered properties of IRC Group of Companies and Roberto S. 


Benedicto covered by CARP. 


Requested Agrarian Reform Operations 4-A of Land Bank of the 
Philippines-Los Bafios (LBP-UPLB) for list of the IRC Group of Companies 
agricultural land with deposited proceeds from the compensation of the 


CARP coverage. 


Requested from the Philippine National Bank (PNB) for the clearance from 


encumbrance annotated in some IRC properties. 


Coordinated with the DAR for the identification and location of 


surrendered landholdings exempted from CARP coverage. 


Prepared Privatization Plan for 2018 to 2021. (Annex “I”) 
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Ill. OTHERS 


1. Drafted, presented and submitted the Manual on Policies and 
Procedures of Asset Management as part of the PCGG Policies and 


Procedures Manual. 


2. Assisted various PCGG committees and activities: Secretariat of Executive 
Committee, Bids and Awards Committee, Property Inspection Committee, 


Policies and Procedures Manual Committee and GAD Focal Group. 


3. Attended meetings and assisted in the preparation of PCGG Quality 


Management System (QMS). 


IV. ISSUES AND CONCERNS 


1. COA-AOM recording of market value and impairment of Investment in stocks 


totaling Php906,048,929.76. 


2. Valuation of surrendered shares held by non-operating companies which are 


no longer listed with the Philippine Stock Exchange. 


3. Valuation and disposition of vinyl records. 


4. Notice of Denial re: annotation of Notice of Lis Pendens. 
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Highlights of Research & Development 
Department Accomplishments 


1. 


The Research and Development Department, in coordination with the Press 
Information Office (PIO) and the Executive Office, spearheaded the launching 


and implementation of the Freedom of Information (FOI) programs in PCGG; 


1.1 Prepared and submitted the Quarterly FOI Accomplished Agency 
Information Inventory and FOI Registry template for the period January to 


December 2017. 


1.2 The PCGG FOI Committee received and immediately responded to various 


requests for information, under the Freedom of Information (FOI). 


1.3 Inthe 2017 PCOO FOI Mid-Year Report on the Implementation of Executive 
Order No. 2, series of 2016, the PCGG was cited among the government 
agencies as being compliant in the FOI Manuals, FOI Registry and 


FOI Agency Information Inventory Compliance. 


1.4 The PCGG was awarded by the PCOO the Certificate of Compliance for 
being fully-compliant with the requirements set forth by the Inter-Agency 
Task Force on the Harmonization of National Government Performance 
Monitoring Information, and Reporting Systems (AO 25 Task Force). 
On December 04, 2017, PCGG was awarded the FOI Certificate for PCGG’s 


Exceptional Contribution to the FOI Programs. 


The Research and Development Department investigated and identified 103 
additional Coco Levy assets. The RDD is currently gathering additional 
documents to establish ownership, e.g. Transfer Certificate of Titles, Transfer of 
Deeds, Deeds of Sale, etc., and other specific particulars of the coco levy assets, 
e.g. location, area, acquisition cost, appraised values, etc. The Coco Levy assets 
are involved in the on-going litigation in Civil Case Nos. 33A to 33-H, now subject 


of summary proceedings at the Sandiganbayan. 


Finalized the profile of fifteen (15) missing paintings and revised the previous 
report on the Monet “Rain” painting, showing in detail the ownership 


documents of the paintings by the Marcoses and the ill-gotten nature of the 
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source of funds used to acquire the said paintings, together with the eleven (11) 
other paintings acquired from Dr. Armand and/or Knoedler Modarco Art Gallery 


in New York. 


Comprehensive Inventory of Artworks and Paintings. The PCGG created 
Inventory Teams that conducted a comprehensive inventory of artworks and 
paintings at Sto. Nino Shrine and People’s Center and Library, Nipa Hut and 
Olot Resthouse, all in Tacloban, Leyte. Another Team conducted an inventory at 
Malacanang Palace and Museum, Goldenberg Mansions (Antique Houses 1 & 2), 


and the Metropolitan Museum of Manila. 


Inventory of Paintings located at Antique Houses 1 & 2 and the transfer of 
these paintings to the Sitting Room, Malacanang Palace, per request of 
Atty. Jnopee Avancena, Head, Internal Affairs Office, Malacanang. Seventeen 
(17) pieces of Grandma Moses paintings and six (6) pieces of Russian 
(Old Masters) paintings, and two (2) other non-PCGG artworks fully accounted. 
PCGG requested for copies of the new Memorandum of Receipts (MR’s) of 


said paintings. 


Participation in the Committee on the Review and Updating of PCGG Policies and 


Procedures Manual. 


Gathering and submission of various documents involving PNB escrow accounts 
of spouses Benjamin and Juliette Romualdez, Imelda Marcos/Remedios Trinidad 
accounts, and Roman Cruz, preparatory to the filing of forfeiture cases under 


R.A. No. 1379. 


PCGG Annual Procurement of Goods and Services under RA No. 9184, based on 
the Approved Procurement Plan (APP) for 2017, involving the procurement of 


four items of goods and services for the operations of the agency. 


Assisted in the preparation of the ISO-aligned PCGG Quality Management 
System (QMS) and Manual on Procedures and Work Instructions and Forms 
(PAWIN) on Privatization and Disposal of Surrendered and Recovered Assets — 
in compliance with Government Quality Management Committee Memorandum 


Circular No. 2016-1 dated December 7, 2016. The PCGG QMS was approved by 
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10. 


11. 


12. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


the Commission on May 12, 2017 and submitted to the Inter-Agency Task Force 
of AO 25 on May 12, 2017. 


Participated in the deliberation of the Committee Report on House Bill No. 6135 
entitled “An Act Establishing the Coconut Farmers and Industry Trust Fund and 
Providing For Its Management and Utilization. Interpellated by members of the 
house on how Philippine Coconut Authority (PCA) funds were utilized to 
acquire the 72.20% of the shares of stocks of First United Bank (FUB), 


now United Coconut Planters Bank (UCPB). 


PCGG submitted a Manifestation that the Commission will continue supporting 
the funding requirements of House Bill Nos. 114 and 3051 Re: An Act Mandating 
the Completion of Land Acquisition and Distribution (LAD) component of the 


Comprehensive Agrarian Reform Program (CARP). 


Assisted in providing answers to the Internal Control Questionnaire of the 
Baseline Assessment of Internal Control System (BAICS), with the objective of 
establishing a department wide internal control profile of PCGG, and 
examination of the various gaps/weaknesses and risks implications identified in 


the structural and operational framework of the Research Department. 


Attendance and participation in the clarificatory and plenary hearings of Senate 


Bill No. 1233 relating to the creation of the Coconut Levy Fund Committee. 


Submitted documents to the Legal Department in response to the request of the 
OSG in the matter of the alleged missing paintings as reported by the COA in its 
Annual Audit Report on PCGG. 


Personnel Selection Board (PSB) deliberation and interview of potential 
candidates for the vacant permanent position of Administrative Assistant VI — 


Grade Level 12 — at the Research Department. 


Assistance to the queries of Dir. Eugene Earle of Presidential Communications 
Operations Office (PCOO) in the matter of the Privatization of IBC 13 and RPN 9. 
Various matters regarding stock certificates, increase in capitalization, existing 


claims against the government shares, advisory on disposal of the shares. 
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17. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


21. 


22. 


23. 


24. 


25. 


26. 


Submission of various request on the BLEMP case, Philippine Integrated Meat 


Corporation (P/MECO) case and Phildap case. 


Submission of relevant documents to the Office of Comm. Rey E. Bulay which 
were used as basis of Dir. Daniel in determining the merits of the request for the 
lifting of annotation of sequestration on TCT No. T-3034 registered in the name 


of spouses Ramon and Imelda Cojuangco. 


Submission of a revised PCGG Information System Strategic Plan (ISSP), linking 
Human Resource Information System, Records Management System and Case 
Management System, to the Department of Information and Communication 


Technology (DICT) for secondary review, evaluation and approval. 


Evaluation of Atty. Wilfredo M. Garrido, Jr. of the Arteche Garrido & Garrido 
Associate Law Firm, offer to locate alleged USS 200 Billion Marcos’ hidden 


wealth, on the basis of information from Mr. Reiner Jacobi. 


Re-submission and re-evaluation of Research Department’s three (3) reports of 


the ownership claim of BLEMP over the Payanig Property in Pasig City. 


Submission of PCGG Position Paper on the House Bill No. 555, entitled an 
“Act Instituting Genuine Agrarian Reform in the country and Creating a 


Mechanism for its Implementation and for Other Purposes: 


Attendance and participation in the deliberation of House Bill Nos. 555 relating 


to GARB. 


Attendance and participation in the clarificatory and plenary hearings of Senate 


Bill No. 1233 relating to creation of Coco Levy Fund Committee. 


Attendance and participation in the TWG deliberation of House Bill No. 6135, 
creating a Trust Fund for the Coconut Industry for the benefit of the coconut 


farmers. 


Finalization of the ranking of PCGG delivery units on the basis of the 


Performance Management Team(PMT) guidelines for 2016 PBB. 
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27. 


28. 


29. 


30. 


31. 


32. 


33. 


34. 


35. 


36. 


Submission to Comm. John A. Agbayani and Comm. Rey E. Bulay of an Executive 
Summary of the reconveyance of the case filed by Philippine Development 
Alternatives Foundation, Inc. (formerly PDAP, now Phildap) against Fortune 


Tobaco Corporation (FTC). 


PCGG’s compliance with the requirements of the Performance Based Bonus 


(PBB) for 2016 pursuant to EO No.80 and EO No. 201. 


Reconciliation of the List of Missing Paintings Submitted to the Art Loss Register. 


Call for Submission: First Quarter Agency Information Inventory and the 


Standard Freedom of Information (FOI) Registry. 


Review and Evaluation of the Evidentiary Materials of JDC Investments and 


Realty Enterprises, Inc. case. 


Participation in the Committee on the Review and Updating of PCGG Policies and 


Procedures Manual. 


Gathering of various documents As Per Request of OSG Relating to Behest Loans 


of ECJ Companies, Namely: 


1.1 Northern Cement Corporation 
1.2 Southern Textiles Company 
1.3 Holiday Villages Philippines, Inc. 


1.4 Coral Islands Resort & Development Corporation. 


Locating the Present Addresses and/or Whereabouts of the following Witnesses 


and Defendants, Namely: 


1. APT Custodian 

2. Manuel “Manda” Elizalde 
3. Antonio Carag 
4 


Eusebio H. Tanco 


Retrieval/issuance of Certified True Copies (CTCs) by the Library and Records 


Division of Documents of Various Cases Pending at Sandiganbayan. 


Submitted a Briefer to the Request for Assistance and Information by PCOO 


Undersecretary George A. Apacible, Office of GOCC and Good Governance. 
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37. 


38. 


39. 


40. 


41. 


42. 


43. 


44. 


45. 


46. 


47. 


Submitted to the Press Office for the information of the Commission various 
reports in connection with the origin of the Meralco Shares for the account of 


the Office of the President. 


Submitted a Report on the Unfinished Business in the U.S. Involving the Bank 


Accounts of the Marcoses, their Entities and Business Associates. 


Submitted an Executive Summary on the Inter-Agency Investigation conducted 
by the Fact Finding Committee on Behest Loans (PFFCBL) in 1992 and Status 


report of Pending Behest Loans Cases. 


Complied with the Query of Commissioner John A. Agbayani on the Status of 
Malacanang Ti Amianan, Paoay Sports Complex, Guest House and Golf Course, 


in Paoay, Ilocos Norte, and the status of the two(2) La Vista, Quezon City. 


Participation in the Continuation in the Deliberation of House Bill No. 555, 
entitled: An Act Instituting Genuine Agrarian Reform in the Country and 


Creating a Mechanism for its Implementation and for Other Purposes. 


Submitted a Report on the Proposition of Marcelo Tecson to Recover Marcos 


ill-gotten Wealth by Filing Tax Evasion Cases. 


Furnished the Commission a copy of the dispositive portion of the Supreme 


Court Decision in G.R. No. 130716, Chavez vs PCGG. 


Submission of a letter to Sen. Loren Legarda, Chairperson of the Senate 


Committee on Finance on the Special Provision of PCGG for FY 2018. 


Assistance to the Asset Management Division (AMD) in the Preparation of the 


reply to the COA-AOM 2017-13 dated August 24, 2017. 


Furnished the Commission a Report of Research Department on the Alleged 


Federal Reserve Notes and Gold Certificates in the possession of Enrique Zobel. 


Submitted to the Commission a Briefer on Executive Orders No. 179 and 180, 


series of 2015. 
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48. 


49. 


50. 


51. 


52. 


53. 


54. 


55. 


56. 


57. 


58. 


Assistance to the AMD in the Annotation of Lis Pendes over ECJ, Fabian Ver, 


Andres Genito and Modesto Enriquez properties. 


Assistance to the AMD of the request of Paradise Park Neighborhood Association 


Inc. (PPNAI) on a parcel of land located in San Pedro, Laguna. 


Verification of the death of Verden Dangilan from NSO per request of OSG State 
Solicitor Eduardo U. Poquiz, Jr., in G.R. No. 200351. 


Furnished the Office of Commissioner John A. Agbayani copies of Memorandum 


Circular Nos. 66,40, and 175 issued by the Office of the President. 


Submitted report on the jurisdiction of COA to conduct an audit of the 


sequestered assets and transactions of sequestered companies. 


Letter request to ASG John Madamba of the OSG to determine course of action 
to take in the light of the forfeiture by the BIR of assets sought to be recovered 
in Civil Case No. 002. 


RSB Geneva Documents deposited at Bernerkantonal Bank in Bundesplatz, 


Switzerland. 


Submitted to the Office of Atty. Kristian Ablan, Assistant Secretary and FOI 
Program Director of the PCOO the Profile of PCGG FOA Program 


Implementation. 


Assisted in the interview of Mr. Ismael Arana, a reporter in Hongkong for the 


Spanish newspaper El Mundo. 


Submitted the Inter-Agency Accomplishment Report on Coco Levy Related Tasks 


under Executive Orders No.179 and 180. 


In connection with Office Order No. 33-B (RSM-03-30-2017) dated March 30, 
2017 reconstituting the Bids and Awards Committee (BAC) of which Research 
and Development officers and staff participated, the following procurement 
projects were completed for 2017: 

1. Security Services 


2. Copier Rental 
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Supply of Purified Drinking Water 
Two (2) units of Motor Vehicle 
Office Jackets 

Office Uniforms 

PCGG Signages 


Executive Chairs 


SO) Res Sh. OY Le oie UO 


Elevator Maintenance 


10. Quality Management System (QMS) 


59. The PCGG FOI Committee received and immediately responded to a total of 
thirty-six (36) various requests for information, under the Freedom of 
Information (FOI), as provided under Executive Order No 2, series of 2016, 


notable of which are the following: 


1. Philippine Center for Investigative Journalism (PCIJ) request for an updated 


inventory, appraisal, status and accounting of Marcos ill-gotten wealth. 


2. Referral by Ma. Lourdes Recente, PMO Chief Privatization Officer, of COA 
State Auditor Joey L. Bernardino for its technical team to review and 


evaluate the appraisal of UCPB asset. 


3. Investigation of a referral made by a concerned citizen regarding antique 
paintings of Fernando Amorsolo. Dir. Edgardo Ryan S. Faustino, Head, 
Presidential Museum and Library issued a certification that the Presidential 


Museum is not missing any Amorsolo Painting. 


4. Request of Marj Salonga Salandanan of the Bantayog ng mga Bayani 
Foundation on updated facts on jewelry, paintings, and properties of 


cronies. 


5. Request of Miguel G. Alcazaren for various documents in connection with 
his project of historical documentaries involving the recovery of ill-gotten 


wealth. 


6. Compliance to Secretary Leoncio B. Evasco, Jr., memorandum dated 
03 April 2017 on the Efficient Flow of and Immediate Action on Documents 
as provided under Cabinet Directive No. 240-04317-34, reiterated under 


DOJ Secretary Aguirre memorandum dated April 12, 2017. 
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7. 


10. 


11. 


12. 


13. 


14. 


Complied with the Call for Submission: First Quarter Agency Information 


Inventory and the Standard FOI Registry. 


Attended and participated in the #FOIKnowMore: Moving Towards 
Enhanced Standard of Transparency Seminar Workshop, sponsored by 
PCOO and DICT. PCGG was cited as among the government agencies in 
Executive Branch in the FOI Mid-Year Report for being compliant in the FOI 


Manuals, FOI Registry, and FOI Agency Information Inventory. 


Responded to the PMS Political and Security Policy Office Referral of 
Atty. Oliver Lozano request for implementation of the 75%-25% 
Government-Marcos Compromise Agreement. This Agreement pertains to 
the General and Supplemental Agreements entered into by PCGG with 
the Marcoses in 1993. These agreements were already declared null and 
void by the Supreme Court on 9 December 1998, in GR No. 130176, 


Chavez vs PCGG, for being contrary to the law and constitution. 


Request by Mr. Wilson Sia Uy for rehabilitation and repair for the 


improvement of People Center and Library of Samar. 


Request of Mr. Jerry A. Orque for PCGG’s clearance for the registration of 
Toyota Hilux Pick-up Plate No. ZFN 752, originally registered in the name of 
Northstar Transport Facilities, Inc. (NTFI). NTFI and the Toyota Hilux Pick- 
up with Plate No. ZFN 752 vehicle were subject of an investigation by PCGG 
in 2013, due to the reported unpaid rentals of NTFI with Bataan Shipyard 
and Engineering Company (BASECO), a surrendered corporation. Referral 
of the letter request of Mr. Orque to the BASECO Board, which 
unanimously denied the request, for reason of liabilities of NTFI to BASECO 


for unpaid rentals. 


Request by Mr. Victor S. Barrios for various documents regarding case filed 
against spouses Ferdinand and Imelda Marcos in the Philippines and Swiss 


Courts. 


Request by Mr. Jet Damazo-Santos for the latest status of Civil Case 


No. 008 Republic vs Bienvenido Tantoco, et al. 


Request by Mr. Mynardo Macaraig for interview and answers on the 


submitted questionnaires. 
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15. 


16. 


17. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


21. 


22. 


23. 


24. 


25. 


26. 


27. 


Request by Ms. Elena Mejares Gomez for legal assistance which was 


endorsed by the Public Attorney’s Office. 


Request for updates on pieces of Jewelry, Paintings and Properties of 


cronies. 


Request by Atty. Oliver Lozano proposing for the use of Marcos deposits to 


fund the increase of SSS pension. 


Request from Mr. Miguel Alcazaren, an independent film maker to conduct 
research on Marcos Swiss deposits and other related documents included 


in Civil Case No. 141. 


Request by Mr. Reiner M. Antiquerra for Updated Inventory and appraisal 
of ill-gotten wealth and their status recovered, missing, disposed in 
contention (those pending cases; Report on the reparation to human rights 
victims (list of beneficiaries and the amount given out and source of funds; 


Accounting of the disposed Marcos ill-gotten wealth. 


Request by Atty. Rowena Generoso for the status of Civil Case No.0035, 


Republic vs Benjamin Romualdez, et.al. 


Request of Mr. Jerico D. Namoro of GMA-7, for permission to conduct 


documentary shooting of the Marcos sequestered paintings. 


Request of Ms. Ruth Cabal of CNN, to conduct documentary shooting of 


the Marcos sequestered paintings. 


Request of Ms. Bria Tisdale for Interview and access to library for filming of 


Ping-Pong Productions “EXPEDITION UNKNOWN” 


Request of Mr. Jeffrey for the List of people working under PCGG. 


Request by Ms. Marian Chavez for a copy of the Executive Order No. 33, 
series of 2017. 


Request by Mr. Jan Victor Mateo for a Projected Recovery of ill-gotten 


wealth. 


Request of Usec. Kristian R. Ablan of the PCOO for PCGG to submit 


validation of FOI Manual Compliant with E.O No. 2, series of 2016. 
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28. 


29. 


30. 


31. 


32. 


33. 


34. 


35. 


36. 


Request of Under Secretary Denis F. Villorente of Department of 


Information and Communication Technology’s (DICT) for DOJ Data. 


Request by Atty. Mary Ann Olalia for Certified True Copies of Writ of 
Sequestration dated July 21, 1987 addressed to the Chairman of Phil. Semi- 
Conductor Devices, Inc. and Freeze Order dated November 12, 1987 


addressed to Philippine National Bank (PNB). 


Request from GMA News and Public Affairs-News Research Section of 
Documents regarding the number of cases resolved (Favorable, 


Unfavorable, Pending Status); amount recovered and assets recovered. 


Request for information to the Queries raised by Mr. Joaquin M. Abalajon, 


Consultant of Coalition of Landowners of the Philippines. 


Request from Ms. Mary Anne A. Senir of GMA7, Ms. Che Delos Reyes of 
ABS-CBN 2, ANC News, ABS-CBN and DZMM for a copy of FM’s SALN from 
1975 to 1985. 


Request by Mr. Howard Joseph Hontanosas for the list of all the 
Consultants hired by PCGG for the past 7 years including their respective 


salaries and period of contract. 
Request for Listings and Status of Compromise Agreement. 


Request for a profile of FOI program Implementation and picture of FOI 


Champion and FOI team. 


Request from Contractors, Service Providers, Equipment Dealers and 
Suppliers of Region 12 for appropriate action on the alleged widespread 


corruption in the aforesaid province. 


50 


B. Tracking of Defendants and Witnesses 


Maintained continuous linkages with other government agencies such as the 
Bureau of Immigration and Deportation (BID), National Bureau of Investigation 
(NBI), Department of Foreign Affairs (DFA), Philippine Statistics Authority (PSA), 
Land Registration Agency (LRA), Registers of Deeds, Assessors’ Offices, 
Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC), local government units and other 


possible sources of information. 


Requested various government agencies for information and documents such 
as last known addresses/present addresses, records check, and certified copies 


of birth/death certificates of individuals involved in ill-gotten wealth cases. 


Likewise, we also requested General Information Sheets, Articles of 
Incorporation, and Financial Statements of corporations under investigation by 


the Commission. 
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LIBRARY & RECORDS DIVISION 


The Library & Records Division has accomplished the following: 


1) 


2) 


3) 


4) 


5) 


6) 


Retrieval and issuance of certified copies of various documents for various cases 
pending at Sandiganbayan, per request of Office of the Solicitor General (OSG) 
thru the PCGG Legal Department: 


1.1 Criminal Case No. 0002 - RP vs Heirs of Ferdinand E. Marcos et al 
1.2 Civil Case No. 0034 - RP vs Roberto S. Benedicto, et al 
1.3 Civil Case No. 0007 - RP vs. Spouses Fe Roa Giminez & Ignacio 


Gimenez, et al 


1.4 Civil Case No. 0026 - RP vs Remedio Argana, et al 


Sandiganbayan Court Appearances 


2.1 Civil Case No. 0002 - RP vs Heirs of Ferdinand E. Marcos et al 
2.2 Civil Case No. 0034 - RP vs Roberto S. Benedicto, et al 


Inventory and Cataloging of Library Files: 


3.1 Inventory of Library Files = 4,758 documents 


3.2 Cataloging and Encoding of Malacanang/FM Diaries = 48,802 documents 
3.3 Conduct inventory of PCGG/IRC stock certificates 
3.4 Conduct of inventory of IRC TCTs 


Assisted lawyers/researchers doing research work at the Library and other FOI 


requests. 


Attended to various document requests from different Departments / offices, 
Office of the Solicitor General and IRC and photocopying of the requested 


documents. 


Assisted/attended in the preparation of documents and materials for: 


6.1 PCGG on Tour Against Corruption 
6.2 Task Force Inventory by AMD 


6.3 Other various activities of the Commission 
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MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEMS DIVISION 


The Management Information Systems Division has accomplished the following: 


1. Acted as Network Administrator for the Commission. 


2. Inspected and assessed repairs of equipment and set-up computers for end- 


users’ need. 
3. Acted as HelpDesk Support to end-users in different departments of the agency. 


4. Assisted in the preparation of powerpoint presentations for different committees 


including seminars and workshops outside PCGG office. 


5. Provided technical/clerical support for different departments and Executive 


Offices. 


6. Designed and presented lay-out of graphic materials for tarpaulin, banners and 


presentations for the Office. 


7. Assisted and performed various clerical functions as requested by Department of 


Justice and Office of the Solicitor General. 
8. Maintenance of the new website and act as computer administrator. 


9. Revised and resubmitted the Information Systems Strategic Plan (ISSP) to the 


Department of Information and Communications for approval. 
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Other Accomplished Activities 
(January to December 2017) 


The Commission showed its support to the 2017 National Women’s Month 
Celebration by hanging and displaying the 2017 National Women’s Month 
Celebration official streamer/tarpaulin in PCGG office premises. 
The Commission also scheduled Zumba exercises once a week for the whole 
month of March 2017, which was participated by many employees of the 
PCGG. 


The PCGG, spearheaded by Men Opposed to VAW Everywhere (MOVE) PCGG 
Chapter, held a “Family Walk” for its employees to celebrate observance of 
International Women’s Month and was held last March 25, 2017 at the 
Quezon Memorial Circle, Quezon City in support of the 2017 National 
Women’s Month Celebration. There were about 80 employees and more or 
less 50 family members who participated on this activity with the theme 


“We Make Change Work for Women”. 


The Commission also conducted a Fire Drill and Lecture Seminar last 
March 24, 2017. It was handled by the Bureau of Fire and Protection and the 
PCGG Security Unit. 


AGIA- Cash Management and Internal Control System Seminar held on 


February 1-2, 2017 at the Hotel Kimberly Manila. 


Occupational First Aide & BLS-CPR Seminar Workshop was conducted by the 
Philippine Red Cross thru the Office of the PCGG Security Unit. It was held last 
March 30-31, 2017. 


The Commission sent participants from different departments to a 
Seminar-Lecture on Economic Empowerment conducted by PAG-IBIG, 


last March 27, 2017. 


A Seminar on Financial Planning Towards Economic Advancement was 


conducted by PruLife U.K. for PCGG employees last March 29, 2017. 
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10. 


11. 


12. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


The Commission also sent the Human Resource Division Chief and one HRD 
staff to attend the CSC-DND Cluster Meeting at the Department of National 


Defense Training Center last March 21, 2017. 


Live-out Seminar Workshop on Managing Records with the Law in Mind 
was conducted by the Records Management Association, Inc. (PRMA) on 


May 29-31, 2017. 


Live-Out training on Supervisory Development Courses (Track 1, 2 & 3) at 
CSC NCR which was held on March 20-23, 2017, April 18-21, 2017, May 22-25, 
2017 and June 19-22, 2017 respectively. 


Inventory of Records Seminar conducted by the National Archives on 


June 23, 2017. 


The Commission conducted PCGG Team Building Seminar Workshop on 


July 27-29, 2017 at DAP Tagaytay City. 


CSC Fun Run 2017 held on September 3, 2017 at the Quirino Grandstand, 


Manila attended by 50 participants. 


On September 6, 7 and 8, 2017, a 3-day lecture Forum of 
Information/Education Drive consolidating the Recreation/Fitness Program, 
entitled “Transitions: Ageing and Coping Gracefully” was conducted by the 
Committee on Senior Citizens and Differently-Abled Personnel at the 
Philippine Judiciary Academy Training Center, Tagaytay City. It was attended 


by 27 members of the said committee. 


Orientation on 2017 Omnibus Rules on Appointments and other Human 
Resource Actions (ORA-OHRA) and 2017 Rules on Administrative Cases in the 
Civil Service (RACCS) held on October 6, 2017 at the CSC- DND. 


On November 25, 2017, the PCGG MOVE in coordination with the Philippine 
Commission on Women (PCW) sent 60 employees to the VAW Experiential 


Museum Screening at the PETA Theater Center, Quezon City. 


PRMA — RM201-ISO Complaint Records Management Process & Control 


Seminar on December 5-7, 2017 held at Naga Regent Hotel, Camarines Sur. 
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18. 


19. 


Development Academy of the Philippines (DAP) — Advance Monitoring 
Evaluation Seminar held on December 11-15, 2017 at DAP Tagaytay City. 


In connection with The 18-Day Campaign to End Violence Against Women 
(VAW) pursuant to Proclamation No. 1172 s. of 2006 — Declaring 25 November 
to 12 December as the 18-Day Campaign to End Violence Against Women 
(VAW) and Republic Act No. 10398 (2013) — Declaring November 25 of Every 
Year as National Consciousness Day for the Elimination of Violence Against 
Women and Children, PCGG MOVE held a “Stop Violence Against Women 
and Children (VAWC) Walk” attended by more or less 100 PCGG participants at 
the Quezon Memorial Circle on Saturday, December 02, 2017. This year’s 


theme is “VAW-free community starts with me.” 
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PCGG GENDER AND DEVELOPMENT 
ACCOMPLISHMENT FOR FY 2017 














Programs, Activities, Projects (PAPs) Date 
| National Women’s Month Celebration 
e Health & Wellness: March 10, 2017 
Mary Kay Philippines - Corporate Image 
Enhancement & Wellness Program 
e Health & Wellness: March 17, 2017 


Mary Kay Philippines: Make-up 101 





e Economic Empowerment with PAG-IBIG: 
Orientation on Modified PAG-IBIG Il (MP2) 
Savings Program 


March 27, 2017 





e Closing Ceremony of Women’s Month 


April 03, 2017) 























2 | Harmonized Gender & Development Guidelines June 15 to 17, 2017 
(HGDG) 
3 | Distribution of Sex Disaggregated Data: 
e Finance & Administration Department August 29 & 30, 2017 
e Research & Develooment Department August 31, 2017 
e Legal Department & Executive Office September 04, 2017 
e Asset Management Department September 05, 2017 
4 | Deepening Session on Gender Sensitivity Training June 21, 2017 
June 22, 2017 
June 23, 2017 
6 | Film Showing: Owl Butterfly with December 04, 2017 
(Monday) 
Sexual Abuse Responder’s Training December 05, 2017 
7 | Awareness Session/Lecture on Common Health December 06, 2017 
Concern of PCGG men and women employees: 
“Hypertension in relation with Chronic Kidney 
Diseases” 
9 Preparation of Gender and Development for FY December 13 to 15, 2017 
2019 and Assessment of Accomplishment Report for 
2017 
10 | Executive Briefing among Top Management December 20, 2017 


regarding Gender & Development and Gender 
Mainstreaming Efforts 











Refresher Orientation on Violence Against Women 
& their Children Everywhere (VAWC) 





December 21, 2017 
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Challenges and Constraints 


Despite these efforts and initiatives, there remain issues that constrain and impinge 


upon the ability of the Commission to perform its functions: 


Privatization. Apart from obtaining relief in court, the Commission is able to 
realize proceeds from the privatization of assets under its management. The 
Commission needs the support of the Privatization Council to pursue its privatization 
plan. At the same time, market forces (e.g. availability of interested bidders, real 


estate prices, timing, etc.) affect the prices that these properties can command. 


Asset Management. Supervision and close monitoring of the surrendered 
and/or sequestered assets, with particular regard to the past administration’s 
practice of patronage politics (in the appointment of directors to boards of 


sequestered/surrendered corporations). 


Due Process Requirements. The slow pace of justice that hinders the resolution 
of cases. Due process requirements under the Constitution vis-a-vis incessant 
employment of delaying tactics being employed by the defendants. Strict application 


of the rules of procedures considering that the PCGG cases are sui generis. 


Contentious Issues. Thorny issues, both legal and political abound, with regard to 


matters like Payanig sa Pasig, Philcomsat, and properties disposed by defendants 


despite their sequestration. 


Wavering Political Capital And Support. As a special agency created for a 
specific purpose, the Commission has had to fall back on its “personalized” 
leadership. Whereas institutions ought to be divested of the personalities and 
characters of their leadership, the Commission has, for the most part, been identified 
based on the character, reputation, and integrity of its Chairman. In some ways, this 


|” 


“reputational” form of organizational control worked to its advantage, in instances 
when the Chairperson is of unimpeachable character and integrity (e.g. Sen. Pres. 
Jovito Salonga and the late Chairperson Haydee Yorac). In instances, however, when 
such virtues appear to be lacking, political capital and support for the Commission 


wanes and wavers together with the tides of politics. 
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Knowledge Management. The Commission has a wealth of institutional learning 


which, unfortunately, are deeply personalistic. Although the Commission is not short 
of competent personnel, there is a challenge to transmogrify “institutional memory” 


(reposed in these persons) into tangible and rigorous data. 


Communicating Success. Among the most neglected aspects of “change 
management” and reform in the public sector is the agency’s public relations vis-a-vis 
its open and transparent disclosure of its processes, as well as its outputs. More than 
just having data, it is important to translate them into a form, and using a medium 


(e.g. web site) that is accessible and made available to the general public. 


Abolition. The threat of PCGG abolition by both Houses of Congress. 


Budget. Low budget given by Congress. 


Lack of cooperation by other government agencies. 


Locating witnesses and securing testimonies of witnesses. 


59 


PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION ON GOOD GOVERNMENT 
rr SUMMARY OF REMITTANCES TO BUREAU OF THE TREASURY (BTR) 
fs January 1, 2017 to December 31, 2017 


m 
4 . e, 


CARP FUND 

Globe - Renta! Pp. 717,342.61 
m IRC Rental and Interest Income | 8,150,548.00 

! Sub-Total 8,867,890.61 
Lm 5% Contingency Fund. of the recovered Marcos Swiss i 
E deposits at PNB ($5,000,000.00 @ P50.397) l 251,985,000.00 
(| TOTAL CARP FUND | '260,852,890.61 * 


m ESCROW FUND 


— SMC Dividends 116,072,623.80 
O TOTAL ESCROW Fund 116,072,623.80 
TOTAL CARP AND ESCROW FUNDS p 376,925,514.41 


* inclusive of PCGG 10% Special Provision mn 


T 


SUMMARY OF RECOVERIES 
For the period 1986 to December 31, 2017 


|, Bureau of the Treasury - National Government 


Comprehensive Agrarian Reform Program 
CARP 


a PCGG- Special Provision 
i - from 1999 to December 2017 


Human Rights Victims 


Office of the Solicitor General (RA9417) 


General Fund (Rental- Globe) 
- Dec. 2004 to 2012 


Office of the President 


(Sale of Meralco Shares and Meralco Cash Dividends) ae 


PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION ON GOOD GOVERNMENT 


Total Collections and Remittances to BTr-National Government 


il, Escrow Fund 


Bureau of the Treasury (September 2017) 
Peso 
Dollar (3,666,606.09@50) 
Land Bank of the Philippines 
Intramuros - 
Sandiganbayan in Escrow 
(Jose Africa et al CC#0009) 
Eastern Telecom, Phil. Inc. (ETP!) 
ETP , 
ETPI 
PCGG-ITF-Manila Int. Port Terminal Inc. 


Sandiganbayan - Q.C. 
i (Jose Africa et al CC#0009) 
| Oceanic Wireless Network 
ETPI 


COCO Farmers/CiIF 14 Holding Companies 
Special Account in the General Fund (SAGF) 
BTr Ross Account 
= SMC Dividends (from BTr Escrow) 
Land Bank of the Philippines 
Pasig (Galeria Account) as of December 2017 


Total Escrow Fund 


GRAND TOTAL 


1,230,578,030.02 


297 639,951.87 
942,500.34 
60,512,388.89 


16,814,359.29 


436,224,304.11 


61,547 ,803,011.44 
12,332,145,000.00 


78,632,756,738.27 


821,176,649.08 


10,533,000,000.00 
146,724,582.73 


3,662,966.17 


4,401,154,675.52 





94,538,47 5,611.77 


1,413,908 ,334.52 


375,909,200.19 


317,139,473.38 


74,709,686,543.31 


4,255,206.81 





76,820,898,758.21 


171,359,374,369,98 


PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION ON GOOD GOVERNMENT 
Summary of Cash Remittances to CARP 
ws as of DECEMBER 31, 2017 


YEAR AMOUNT 
1987 P 228,012,547.86 
1988 a 1,099,394,492.41 
1989 | 343,625,322.82 
1990 781,572,132.14 
1991 670,010,219.71 
1992 199,230, 261.20 
A 1993 117,856,359.82 
1994 15,177,211,555.60 
1995 621,559,487.56 
1996 l 290,030,604.23 
1997 226,680,844.56 
p 1998 1,217,374,320.91 
1999 382,287,838.72 
7 2000 36,346,622.16 
` 2001 498,270,893.29 
2002 165,849,962.81 
2003 116,472,677.75 
2004 24,627,188,411.67 
2005 56,905,111.17 
2006 48,013,512.35 
2007 25,270,589,031.19 
2008 2,051,468,564.59 
2009 ___ 758,463,032.10 
: 2010 488,767,838.83 
2011 287,353,673.52 
2012 460,240,307.31 
2013 413,462,466.29 
2014 1,315,100,883.97 
2015 151,113, 980.36 
2016 297,464,445.56 
2017 234,839,335.81 


TOTAL P 78,632,756,738.27 


pan 


STATUS OF PENDING PCGG RECOVERY and 


Other Related CIVIL CASES 
December 2017 





TITLE 





1. 0002 


Consolidated 
in this case: 


0064 





| CASE NO. | 








STATUS 





RP vs. Ferdinand E. Marcos, et al. 
Defendants: Ferdinand E. Marcos 
Gregorio Araneta Ill 

Nemesio Co (Dropped as Party 
Defendant) 

Tomas Manotoc 

Irene R. Marcos-Araneta HI 
Ferdimand R. Marcos, Jr. 
Constante Rubio 

Yeung Chun Kang 

Yeung Chun Ho 

Yeung Chun Fan 


Estate of R. Cojuangco, represented by 
the Administratrix Imelda Cojuangco 


Imee Manotoc 
Ferdinand Marcos, Jr. 
Prime Holdings. 





NATURE OF THE CASE DATE FILED 


Reconveyance, Reversion, | July 30, 1987 
Accounting and Amended ~ Oct. 11, 
Damages 1987 


Second 
Amendment 
Feb.11, 1988 


Third Amendment 
April 20, 1990 

















Continuation of presentation of defendants’ (those that were not 
dismissed per the Supreme Court Decision of 8 February 2012 in S.C. 
C.R. No. 17170) evidence. A subpoena duces tecum and ad 
testificandum dated 7 April 2017 were sent to the PCGG Records 
Custodian Maria Lourdes O. Magno requiring her to appear and testify 
before the 4t Division of the Sandiganbayan on 14 and 15 June 2017 at 
1:30 p.m. In the hearing set on 14 June 2017, the parties stipulated that 
the xerox copies of the ITR of Ferdinand Marcos from 1960 to 1965 are 
faithful reproductions of the original. Continuation of trial is set on 9 
and 10 October 2017 at 1:15 pm. 


Incidents: 


On the issue of PTIC dividends, RP’s Manifestation with Motion for 
Issuance of Writ of Execution (pursuant to Section 6, Rule 39 of the 
Rules of Court) dated 12 August 2011 is yet to be resolved by the 
Sandiganbayan. In said Manifestation, RP prays that the Court order 
PTIC to remit and pay to the Republic, through the PCGG, the total 
amount of FOUR HUNDRED TWENTY NINE MILLION ONE 
HUNDRED FORTY FOUR THOUSAND FOUR HUNDRED SIXTY 
FIVE AND EIGHTY ONE CENTAVOS (P429,144,465.81 representing 
undeclared dividends, loss on interest income and recomputed interest. 
PTIC filed Ad Cautelam Comment on and/or Opposition (to Plaintiff's 
Manifestation with Motion for the Issuance of Writ of Execution dated 
12 August 2011) with Motion to Set Comment/ Opposition for Hearing 
on Oral Arguments dated 22 September 2011 and all other pending 
incidents related to said Plaintiffs Manifestation with Motion. PTIC 


filed an Ex-Abundanti Ad Cautela Motion dated 8 April 2015 prayin, 







































Pie that Gregorio Araneta w is joining and adopting the filed motion. | 





that its said Ad Cautela Comment .... be resolved and an Order be 
issued denying plaistiffs said Manifestation with Motion .... and 
affirming PTIC’s full compliance with the Writ of Execution dated 17 
June 2008. RP filed its Comment on 10 June 2015. 


«On the Laguna property, the Resolutions of the Sandiganbayan dated 
1 December 2010 and 11 January 2010 which directed the PCGG to (i) 
immediately cease from further interfering with and exercising 
ownership over the Canlubang property, and (2) return possession and 
control to defendant was elevated to the Supreme Court in a Petition for 
Certiorari under G.R. No. 195295. In a Decision promulgated on 5 
October 2016 (and received by PCGG on 9 December 2016,) the 
Supreme Court granted RP’s petition thereby annulling and setting 
aside the SB Resolutions dated 11 January 2010 and 1 December 2010. 
The Register of Deeds is ordered to re-annotate the notice of lis pendens 
on TCT No. T-85206. The Motions for Reconsideration filed by 
Ferdinand Marcos, Jr. and Spouses Gregorio and Irene Araneta, 
respectively, were denied in a resolution dated 27 March 2017. 


e Five (5) stockholders of Northern Express Transport, Inc. (NETI) filed 
a Motion for Leave of Court to Intervene (with Motion for Accounting 
and Release of Sequestered Properties) dated 24 March 2014. RP filed 
its Comment/ Opposition on 26 May 2015. Thereafter, a Motion to 
Admit Attached Reply was filed by movants, over RP’s objection, but 
was DENIED by the Sandiganbayan, without prejudice to it being re- 
filed, for being unsigned. 





-NETI filed a Motion to resolve (Intervenors’ motion for Leave with 
motion for Accounting and Release of Sequestered Properties dated 
13 July 2017. 


-Gregorio Araneta filed a Manifestation and Motion dated 25 August 
2017 praying for the SB fo immediately resolve the Motion for 
Accounting and Release of Sequestered properties filed by the 
Intervenors, Alfredo Roa Il, Henry Chiongbian, Constantino 
Manahan, Jr., Frederico Fernandez and Rico T. Raymundo and Note 








pornos 


















RP vs. Geronimo Velasco, et al. 
Defendants Geronimo Velasco 
Ferdinand Marcos 





le ee ee A 











Reconveyance, Reversion, 
Accounting and 
Damages 














The Court issued an Order (in open court) on 8 September 2017 
giving OSG 5 days within which to file opposition, after which the 
same shall be deemed submitted for resolution 


e Also, 3 stockholders/Assignees of IMEXCO filed a Motion for 
Accounting and Release of Sequestered Properties dated 8 September 
2014. 


*MAGRICO filed a Motion for Leave to Intervene and to Admit 
Motion to Release Funds in Escrow dated July 13, 2016. These funds, 
which is already in the amount of P33,052,610.93, were deposited in 
escrow in compliance with PCGG’s condition (on the lifting of the 
sequestration over MAGRICO’s aircraft and and eventual sale thereof) 
to disclose the nature of transactions of the disbursement in favor of 
M&M Consolidated/Hanz Menzi/ MENZI AGRI CORP of $35.8 
Million from the TRB account of the Marcoses. 


Acting on the Manifestation with Motion to Set the Case for Marking of 
Exhibit and to Hold in Abeyance the Filing of the Formal Offer of 
Evidence dated October 10, 2017 and filed by defs. IRM and Irene 
Marcos-Araneta, def-movants are given 5 days to present the complete 
pages of Exhibit 16 and let it be marked accordingly. The filing of def.’ 
Formal Offer of Evidence is held in abeyance until all the exhibits have 
been duly marked 


ORDER dated Oct. 9, 2017: Defendants are given 5 days from today to 
FILE theier formal offer of exhibits. Same period of 5 days from receipt 
of formal offer of exhibits is given to the plaintiff to FILE thier 
comment/ opposition thereto. 


Motion for Extension of Time to File The Formal Offer of Evidence for 
the Defendants dated Nov. 21, 2017 





July 17, 1987 
Amended Oct. 12, 
1987 


In a Decision dated 16 June 2011, the Sandiganbayan dismissed the 
case filed by RP against defendants for failure of the latter to prove by 


preponderance of evidence the causes of action against the defendants 























i f c pan FS po ; j e eee. iph atic B= Oh ; eee 
i i f t $ i i i 4 È 
Imelda Marcos [ | with respect to ill-gotten wealth. RP appealed before the Supreme | 
Epifanio Verano (dropped as party Court. 
defendant) 
Alfredo de Borja Thus, in a minute Resolution promulgated on 28 July 2014 in GR No 


199323, the Supreme Court denied RP’s Petition for Review for failure 
of the latter to sufficiently show that the Sandiganbayan committed 
any reversible error in dismissing the latter’s complaint for reversion, 
reconveyance, restitution and accounting. According to the court, RP 
failed to prove by preponderance of evidence that respondent Velasco 
was a “close associate” contemplated under EO Nos. 1, 2, series of 1986, 
considering that this appointment as Cabinet Member during the 
Marcos Administration did not, by itself, immediately make him a 
close associate of former President Marcos; the determination by the 
Sandiganbayan of the equiponderance or insufficiency of evidence 
involved its appreciation of evidence which must be respected absent 
as clear showing that it was arrived at whimsically or capriciously. 





In a Resolution dated 3 December 2014 which PCGG recieved on 13 
March 2015, the SC denied with finality RP’s Motion for 
Reconsideration. Also, ina Decision promulgated in GR No. 187448 on 
9 January 2017, the Supreme Court affirmed the Sandiganbayan 
Resolutions dated July 31, 2008 and March 25, 2009 which granted 
Alfredo de Borja’s Demurrer to Evidence. The court ruled that the 
evidence adduced by the Republic to prove the alleged complicity of 
de Borja with the required quantum of evidence is wholly insufficient 
to support the allegations in the complaint in Civil Case No. 0003. 


Manifestation with Motion to Set the Case for Marking of Exhibit and 
to Hold in Abeyance the Filing of the Formal Offer of Evidence dated 
October 10, 2017. Hearing on October 13, 2017 at 130 pm 























| Formal Offer of Evidence for the Defendants dated November 24, 2017 | 
Canaan | = 
3. 0004 RP. vs. Andres Genito , Reconveyance, Reversion, | July 17, 1987 While a Petition for Certiorari (G.R. No. 169677) filed by defendant 
Defendants: Andres Genito, Jr. Accounting and Amended Nov.17, | Metropolitan Bank (on the granting of plaintiff's Motion for Separate 
Ferdinand E. Marcos (by his heirs) Damages 1989 Trial) is pending before the Supreme Court., the Sandiganbayan, in a 
Imelda R. Marcos ra _ | Decision promulgated on 19 April 2012, dismissed the case for failure of 
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Imelda (Imee) Marcos-Manotoc l 


Irene Marcos-Araneta 

Ferdinand Marcos, Jr. 

Ludivina Leonardo 

Elesia Vargas 

Raul Genito 

Abundio P. Garrido (rep. by Pacita E. 
Garrido, Albert Rodenilo, and minor all 
surnamed 

Garrido } 

Benito Genito (represented by Nita 
Genito 

Andres L. Genito IH 

Asuncion Castillo 

Norma Canonigo 

Rolando Ligon 

| Asian Bank or Metropolitan Bank and 
Trust Company and later BLMMM 
Ventures Inc. 
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RP to establish its causes of action by the quantum of proof required. 
RP filed a Motion for Reconsideration on 18 May 2012 which the 
Sandiganbayan denied in a Resolution promulgated on 21 February 
2013. RP elevated the case to the Supreme Court via Petition for 
Review docketed as G.R. No. 205989 on 23 April 2013. Genito filed an 
Urgent Motion to resolve GR No. 205989 dated 9 June 2017. 


Meanwhile, the Sandiganbayan issued a Resolution on 3 December 
2013 denying BLMMM’s Motion for Substitution of Party with Entry of 
Appearance and Motion to Dismiss. BLMMM moved for 
reconsideration thereof but the same was denied by the court in a 
Resolution dated 21 January 2015. According to the court, the cause of 
action against Asianbank includes the dubious circumstances by which 
said properties were acquired, which is not present in BLMMM’s 
acquisition. On the motion to dismiss, the court found the same not 
only without merit but because its earlier decision declaring that the 
separate trial for Asianbank as moot and academic has not yet attained 
finality in view of the pending petition filed by RP with the Supreme 
Court. Thus, BLMMM filed a petition for certiorari before the Supreme 
Court dated 26 March 2015 under GR_No. 216654 (this was later 
consolidated with GR No. 205989 in a Resolution dated 2 September 
2015. In Resolution dated 31 July 2017, the court dispensed with the 
filing of comment of respondents Rolando Ligon, Nenita Genito and 
deceased respondent Norma Canonigo. 


incidentally, Resolution dated 21 January 2015 was later cancelled and 
set aside by the Sandiganbayan. 


On 15 April 2015, the Sandiganbayan issued a Resolution granting, this 
time, the Motion for Reconsideration (Re: 3 December 2013 Resolution) 
filed by BLMMM. Accordingly, it allowed BLMMM to substitute for 
Asianbank or Metrobank as party defendant. In the same resolution, 
the Sandiganbayan also granted BLMMM’s Motion to Cancel and/or 
Remove Annotations found on TCT Nos. 004-2013010452 and 004 -2-13- 
10453. RP filed a Motion for Partial Reconsideration on 18 May 2015 
but was denied 11 January 11, 2016. Hence, RP elevated the denial 


before the SC in a Petition for Certiorari dated 8 March 2016 under GR 
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RP vs. Lucio Tan et. al. 
Defendants: Lucio Tan 
Ferdinand E. Marcos 
Imelda R. Marcos 
Carmen Khao Tan 


“Florencio Santos 


Natividad Santos 
Domingo Chua 

Tan Hui Nee 

Mariano Tan Eng Lian 
Estate of Benito Tan Kee Chiong 
Florencio N. Santos, Jr. 
Harry Tan 

Chung Poe Kee 
Mariano Khoo 
Manuel Khoo 

Miguel Khoo 

Jaime Khoo 

Elizabeth Khoo 











Reconveyance, Reversion, 
Accounting and 





Damages 
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July 17, 1987 
Amended Sept. 13, 
2001 








pace, a 


No. 222364. Comment/Opposition was filed by BLMMM in August 
2016. PCGG filed a Reply in October 2016. 


CA-GR CV No. 108830 - RP rep by the DPWH vs. Sps Andres V. 
Genito Jr. and Ludivina L. Genito and the PCGG 

Resolution dated October 23, 2017 - Counsel for plaintiff-appellant is 
GRANTED an extension of 60 days from Sept. 9, 2017 or until Nov. 8, 
2017 within which to file the required Appellant's Brief. The OSG filed 
Brief for the Appellant dated Dec. 13, 2017. 














The case was dismissed by the Sandiganbayan against defendants 
Cesar Zalamea and Don Ferry in a Resolution dated 22 December 2010. 
RP elevated the case before the Supreme Court under docket number 
GR No. 195837 on 16 March 2011. 


On the other hand, the case was likewise dismissed against Lucio Tan 
and the rest of the defendants in a Decision dated 11 June 2012 despite 
pending incidents in the Sandiganbayan and the Supreme Court (G.R. 
Nos. 1958371, 1982212, 1989743). With the denial of RP’s Motion for 
Reconsideration on 26 September 2012, the case was elevated to the 
Supreme Court in a Petition for Review on 8 October 2012 under G.R, 
No. 203592. 





RP filed its consolidated Memorandum on 2 February 2015. 
Defendants’ have already filed their respective memoranda. 


In the above-mentioned consolidated cases, the Supreme Court issued a 
(Show Cause) Resolution dated 15 November 2016 requiring: (a) Imelda 
R. Marcos (IRM) and Irene M. Araneta to SHOW CAUSE why they | 








* Petition for Certiorari dated 14 March 2011 involving the dismissal of Cesar Zalamea and Don Ferry 
? Petition for Certiorari dated 31 August 2011 involving the denial of RP’s motion for the voluntary inhibition of the Chairmans and the Members of SB 5™ Division, and the recall 
of Joselito Z. Yujuico to the witness stand 
* Petition for Certiorari dated 28 October 201 linvolving the admission of RP’s 33 Amended Complaint 











Celso Ranola 
William T. Wong 
Ernesto B. Lim 
Benjamin t. Albacita 
Don Ferry 

Willy Co 

Cesar Zalamea 























should not be disciplinarily dealt with for not filing their memorandum 
as required in its 23 September 2014 Resolution, (b) comply with said 
Resolution, and (c) provide the name and address of their new counsel. 
Also, respondents Don Ferry and IRM were required to SHOW CAUSE 
why they should not be disciplinarily dealt with for not filing their 
comment in GR NO. 203592 as required in its 3 December 2012 
Resolution, and comply with said resolution by filing the required 
memorandum above-stated. 


In a Resolution dated 10 January 2017, the Court noted the 1) 
Explanation dated 5 December 2016 of the respondents Heirs of Panfilo 
Domingo for failure to file a Comment on the Manifestation with 
Urgent Motion filed by PCGG; 2) Comment dated 5 December 2016 3) 


| Manifestation with comment dated 5 December 2016 filed by 


respondent Heirs of Gregorio Licaros with explanation also for failure 
to file the required Comment and 3) Compliance with Manifestation 
dated 29 November 2016 filed by the Estate of FEM. 


GR No. 195837, 198221, 198974 & 203592 (RP vs. SB (5th Div.) et al.) - 
Entry of Appearance with Manifestation and Motion for Extension of 
Time to File Memorandum dated 16 November 2017 by Robert AC. 
Sison, Counsel for Respondent IRM 


Resolution dated Oct. 3, 2017 

- DIRECT the Process Servicing Unit to RESEND the reso 
dated 11/15/16 together with this resolution to Atty Ernesto 
Vinluan Perez, counsel for resp. Heirs of Gregorio Licaros 

- DIRECT the petitioner to PROVIDE the current address 
of Atty Norberto B. Tria counsel for resp. Don Ferry within 10 
days from notice 

- DIRECT Atty Robert Sison to PROVIDE the current 
address of Irene R. Marcos-Araneta within 10 days, Irene 
Aranetea appearing from the records that did not filed the 
memorandum required in the reso dated Sept 23, 2014. 
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RP vs. Roman Cruz et. al. 
Defendants: Roman A. Cruz, Jr. 
Ferdinand E. Marcos 

Imelda Marcos 
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Accounting and 
Damages 

















RP vs. Fe Roa Gimenez et. al. 
Defendants: Fe Roa Gimenez 
Ferdinand E. Marcos 

Imelda R. Marcos 

Vilma Bautista joined by her husband 
Gregorio Bautista 

Oscar Carino 
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July 21, 1987 








In a Resolution dated 25 October 2012, the Motion to Dismiss dated 2 
April 2012 filed by Ferdinand Marcos, Jr. was granted by the 
Sandiganbayan. A Motion for Reconsideration was filed by OSG on 23 
November 2012. Motion for Partial Reconsideration was also filed by 
the Heirs of Roman Cruz for lack of jurisdiction. 


- R¥P’s Motion for Reconsideration was denied, hence, RP 
elevated the case before the Supreme Court on 3 January 2014 
under G.R. NO. 210015. Reply was already filed by RP on 29 
September 2014 in response to the Estate’s Comment. 


On the other hand, the Heirs of Roman Cruz also filed a Motion to 
Dismiss dated 28 November 2012 which was denied in a Resolution 
dated 29 May 2013. 


Another Motion to Dismiss dated 10 February 2014 was filed by the 
Heirs of Roman Cruz for failure of plaintiff to appear during pre-trial 
but this was denied in a Resolution promulgated on 2 June 2014. 





The Heirs are negotiating for a compromise settlement for the dropping 
of this case, Civil Case No. 0034 and Civil Case No. 0014 against them 
(as Heirs of Roman Cruz who were substituted thereon. In the 
meantime, hearings in this case are being re-set. 





July 21, 1987 





On account of the ruling of the Sandiganbayan declaring RP as deemed 
to have waived its right to file Formal Offer of Evidence, and the 
dismissal of the case on demurrer to evidence, RP filed on 9 November 
2006 a Petition for Review on Certiorari docketed as G.R. 1746735. On 1 
March 2012, RP filed a Motion for Leave to Re-Open Proceedings, To 
File and Admit Attached Supplement to the Petition for Certiorari | 
which was then granted by the Supreme Court on 20 June 2012. 


After the parties filed their respective pleadings, the Supreme Court on 
11 January 2016 granted RP’s petition. The case was then remanded to 
the Sandiganbayan for further proceedings after the finality thereof. 
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RP vs. Bienvenido Tantoco et. al. 
Defendants: Bienvenido Tantoco 


Bienvenido R. Tantoco, Jr. 
Gliceria R. Tantoco 
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In the proceedings in the main case, upon Order of the Court dated 16 | 
January 2017, the Formal Offer RP was reinstated and defendants 
Spouses Gimenez wered ordered to file their comment/opposition 
thereon. Thus, defendants Fe Roa Giminez and Ignacio Gimenez filed 
their respective Comment/Opposition in March 2017 to RP’s Formal 
Offer of Evidence as ordered by the Sandiganbayan. RP filed its Initial 
Consolidated Reply dated 12 April 2017. Final Compliance was filed by 
RP on 22 June 2017. Ignacio Gimenez filed his Rejoinder (to RP’s Initial 
Consolidated Reply and Manifestation) dated 5 May 2017. 


Ignacio then filed a Motion to Evaluate the Admissiblity of Each of 
Plaintiffs Documentary Exhibits dated 29 May 2017. To this, his 
estrange spouse Fe Roa Gimenez, filed a Manifestation dated 11 July 
2017 stated that she will be adopting the Motion to Evaluate the 
Admissibility of Each Plaintiff's Documentary Exhibits filed by co- 
defendant Ignacio B. Gimenez. 


Ignacio Gimenez filed Comment/ Opposition dated 3 July 2017 to RP’s 
Final Compliance to which RP filed a Motion to Admit Attached Reply 
dated 26 July 2017. The Motion to Admit Attached Reply filed by the 
plaintiff is deemed admitted in a resolution dated 3 August 2017. 





The case is set for trial on 18 and 19 October 2017. 


Due to the pendency of plaintiffs Final Compliance and Plaintiff's 
Formal Offer of Exhibits which have yet to be resolved by the Court, 
hearing was reset on November 20 and 21, 2017 at 1:30 pm. 


ORDER dated Nov. 20, 2017 : Hearing reset on Jan. 29 and 30, 2018 
both at 1:30 pm 





July 21, 1987 





Per order of the Court, RP and the defendants submitted their 

respective memorandum. RP filed its Memorandum Ad Cautelam on 

22 July 2010 with a reminder to the court that its Petition for Certiorari 
| docketed as G.R. No. 188881 is still pending with the Supreme Court re: 

















Ma. Lourdes Tantoco-Pineda 
Dominador Santiago 
Ferdinand E. Marcos 

Imelda R. Marcos 






































denial of admission of Exhibits MMM to AAAAAAA. 


In GR No. 188881, the Supreme Court in a Decision promulgated on 21 
April 2014, affirmed the Sandiganbayan’s denial of admission of 
Exhibits MMM to AAAAAAA formally offered as evidence by the 
Republic. According to the High Court, the Republic failed to submit 
the documentary evidence during discovery when it was ordered to do 
so by the Sandiganbayan and the Supreme Court, and (ii) repeatedly 
failed to prove the due execution and authenticity of the documents. 
RP’s Motion for Reconsideration was likewise denied in a Resolution 
dated 22 April 2015. 


Meanwhile, Rustans Investment and Management Corporation filed a 
Motion Ad Cautelam to Order the Cancellation of Notice of Lis Pendens 
dated 29 July 2015 involving TCT No. 8092 as it is not a party to the 
case. Comment was filed by RP. It also filed a Manifestation and 
Motion dated 5 September 2015 praying for the cancellation of Notice of 
Lis Pendens on TCT 8092 issued by the RD of Iligan City. Said motions 
were denied by the Sandiganbayan in a Resolution promulgated on 29 
December 2015. According to the court (citing Republic vs. 
Sandiganbayan, GR No 96073, 23 January 1995), impleading the 
companies involved in the recovery of ill-gotten wealth is unnecessary 
as they are siimply the res in the actions for the recovery of the illegally 
scquired wealth, and there is, in principle no cause of action against 
them and no ground to implead them as defendants. As justification, 
the Sandiganbayan explained that an “enlightened understanding of the 
the nature and purpose of a Notice of Lis Pendedns vis-a-vis the purpose and 
estent of the powers that may be wielded by the PCGG on properties or 
businesses considered as ill-gotten wealth during the Marcos regime is 
important” and that “ Notice of Lis Pendens is filed for the purpose of warning 
all persons that the title to certain property is in lititgation and that if they 
purchase the same, they are in danger of being bound by an adverse 
judgement”, hence, the “notice is therefore intended to be a warning fo the 
whole world that one who buys the property does so at his own risk”, and is 
“necessary in order tosave innocent third persons from any involvement in any 
future litigation concerning the property.” 
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Defendants: Jose Africa 
Manuel Nieto, Jr. 
Ferdinand Marcos 
Imelda Marcos 
Ferdinand Marcos, Jr. 
Roberto S. Benedicto 
Juan Ponce Enrile 
Potenciano Ilusorio 
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Motion to Defer Decision dated 29 February 2016 was filed by the | 
defendants Tantocos and Dominador Santiago’s Motion to defer 
Decision. RP thereafter filed its Commen. 





The case is already submitted for decision in June 2010. RP filed a 
Motion to Resolve the Main Case dated 5 October 2015. 


Meanwhile, RP filed before the Supreme Court on 12 October 2012 a 
Petition for Certiorari docketed as G.R. No. 203593 (on the denial by the 
Sandiganbayan in a Resolution dated 31 July 2012, of its Urgent Petition 
for Appointment of Receivers or Placing Respondents’ Assets, Funds, 
and Properties in Custodia Legis with Prayer for a Status Quo Order 
filed by RP on 28 January 2011). ETPI filed its Comment dated 16 
January 2013. The Republic filed its Comment dated 3 April 2017. 

In view of the alleged missing transcript of stenographic notes of 
witnesses of the parties, Nieto and Sen. JPE filed Manifestation and 
Motion filed by def Manuel H. Nieto Jr. dated July 14, 2016 and 
Manifestation (Re: Re-Taking of Testimonies of Witnessess) dated 
August 10, 2016, respectively. On 10 Aug. 2016, JPE filed a 
manifestation that the retaking of testimonies of his 2 witnesses is no 
longer feasible because one is already dead and the other can no longer 
be located. The retaking of testimony of Mila Sabado was scheduled on 
July 21, 2016. 


A Resolution dated 13 July 2016 was issued ordering PCGG to submit 
to the Court a Certification on the period as to when the Trader’s Royal 
Bank was under sequestration. 


e Meanwile in a resolution dated 18 January 2017 in GR. No. 194277, 
the Supreme Court dismissed the Petition for Certiorari filed by 
Victor Africa who sought the review and nullification of 
Sandigabayan Resolutions issued on 30 April 2010 and 18 October 
2010 denying the motion to accept by way of dacion en pago, 





parcels of land owned by POTC to cover the interests due on the 
dividends to Polygon. 
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eJn the main case, the Sandiganbayan issued a Resolution dated 15 
February 2017 denying Victor Africa’s Motion for the Issuance of Order 
for the Holding of a Stockholders Meeting at ETPI to Elect a New Board 
of Directors which he filed on 21 July 2015. A Motion for 
Reconsideration dated 2 March 2017 was filed by Victor Africa, which 
was thereafter denied ina Resolution promulgated on 6 July 2017. This 
was denied in a Resolution issued by the Sandiganbayan on 6 July 2017. 


eIn said Resolution dated 6 July 2017, the Sandiganbayan likewise 
noted the Notice of Death with Motion to Substitute dated 2 March 2017 
filed by the Counsel of deceased defendant Manuel Nieto, hence, he 
was directed to submit the NSO-certified Certifcate of Death of Manuel 
Nieto, Jr. as well as the names and respective addresses of Nietos’s 
Legal Heirs, and action on the Motion to Subsitute was held in 
abeyance pending submission of the required documents. This was 
granted by the Court in its 17 August 2017 Resolution and directed the 
Heirs to appear and be substituted within 30 days from redeipt thereof. 


*Meanwhile, in a Resolution adopted on 24 March 2017, the court 
partially granted Victor Africa's Ex-parte Motion to Direct the Land 
Bank to Submit a History of, and Regular Reports on, the Account 
Involving Dividends in Custodia Legis and to Allow Movant to Get 
Copies Thereof by directing the LBP to give a copy of the Report of the 
High Yield savings Account (LBP-COA) for Acct. No. 1691-1616-21 
covering the period from January 1, 2016 to December 31, 2016 be 
furnished Victor Africa by the Clerk of Court, 3rd Division. In 
coordination with the SB’s cashier. 


* Also, ETPI filed a Manifestation and Motion dated 25 May 2017 asking 
the court to issue an Order on the proper disposition of the P128,747,679 
(P126,086147.64 net of tax) cash dividend for distribution to the 
sequestered shares. Victor Africa filed a Comment dated 5 June 2017 
and Addendum to the Comment dated 13 June 2017. ETPI filed its 
comment to the Addendum to the Comment of Victor Africa. Victor 
Africa filed its Comment dated 27 June 2017. 
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Defendants: Alfredo (Bejo) T. 


Romualdez 
Consolidated Ferdinand E. Marcos 
in this case: Imelda R. Marcos 
Arturo Pacificador 
0104 Anthony P. Lee 





SeverinG de la Cruz 


Dioscoro Papa 








9, 0010 RP vs. Alfredo Romualdez et. al. 









«Victor Africa filed an Urgent Manifestation and Motion for 
Appropriate Reliefs dated 6 September 2017 involving the call by ETPI 
of Stockholders Meeting on 12 September 2017. ETPI opposed said 
Urgent Manifestation and orally argued its arguments on 8 September 
2017. Africa filed his Reply and ETPI filed its Rejoinder. 


In a Resolution dated 14 September 2017, the Court denied said Urgent 
Manifestation and Motion for Reconsideration thereof was filed by V. 
| Africa with prayer for Modified Reliefs dated 22 September 2017. 


Parties were given a non-extendible period of 10 days from notice to file 
their comment/s on the Appearance and Motion to be Substituted filed 
before the Court by Benildo Valdes Nieto, Carlos Valdes Nieto et al. 
thru counsel on 9/22/17. Sol. Dinopol informed the Court that she is no 
longer filing any comment on Victor Africa’s Motion for 
Reconsideration (of the 2017 September 14th Resolution) with Prayer 
; , for Modified Reliefs) 





Minute Resolution dated Oct. 12, 2017 

-Submitted for resolution the ff: 

1) Motion for Recon (of 9/14/17 Reso) w/ Prayer for Modified 
Reliefs filed by Atty Victor Africa on 9/22/17 

2) Comment and Opposition {to the Motion for Recon of the 
9/14/17 Reso) filed by ETPI on 10/4/17 

3) Reply filed by ATty Victor Africa on Oct. 9, 2017 

















Reconveyance, Reversion, | July 22, 1987 The Second Motion to Dismiss by Alfredo Romualdez filed on 4 
Accounting and Amended Jan. 27, December 1997 was denied by the Sandiganbayan in a Resolution dated 
Damages 1988 15 September 2014. RP filed a Partial Reconsideration. Romualdez has 

yet to file his Answer. 


RP’s Motion to Declare Defendant Alfredo Romualdez in Default, and 
allow the Republic to present evidence ex-parte, and Motion to Dismiss 
filed by Jose Marcelo, Jr. are pending resolution by the Sandiganbayan. 























Antonio M. Ezpeleta 
Jose Francisco 
Emilio T. Yap 
Manuel S. Mendoza 
Hilario M. Ruiz 
Jose P. Fernandez 
Edward T. Marcelo 
Constante L Farifias 
Teodoro Pefia 
Mario Reyes 

Jose Marcelo, Jr. 
Enrique Razon 
Gregorio L. Lim 
Geronimo Velasco 
Angel C. Cruz 
Rolando J. Geotina 





t Charles P. Lee 


Amorsolo Mendoza 
Tomas Aguirre 
Anthony Aguirre 
Ramon J. Alegre 
Gabriel Liamas 
Ildefonso 5. Abancio 
Olympia Bermudez 
Benito P. Cuesta Į, 
Frank Max P. Martinez 
Arturo Bayaya 

Felipe Basallo 
Gorgonio Macariola 
Jesus Tupalar 

Mariano Balgua 

Elsa de Guzman 
Orlando P. Paciencia 
Hilaria Caluag 

Joselito Manat 

Jose D. Campos, Jr. 

| Fe Certezo 





























In the meantime, defendant Edward Marcelo died on 3 July 2009. | 


Proceso Maligalig, former President and government nominee to the 
BASECO Board, filed a Four Fold Motion to Intervene Re: as 
Stockholder, Limited and Specific Only to PCGG and BASECO Board’s 
Contemptuous and Criminal Acts; To correct the Falsified GIS and FS of 
BASECO; to Hold the BASECO in Contempt; and to Charge the 
BASECO Board with Falsification, Use of Falsified Document and other 
Appropriate Criminal Complaints. 


RP filed its comment/ opposition on 29 September 2017. 


The Court DENIED the Four Fold Motion to Intervene Re: As 
stockholder, Limited and Specific Only to PCGG and BASECO Board's 
Contempuous and Criminal Acts, To Correct the Falsified GIS and FS 
of BASECO . x . 





Preliminary Conference set on January 8 & 9, 2017 both at 9:00 a.m. 


The Heirs of Edward T. Marcel filed a Pre-Trial Brief dated December 
28, 2017. 
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Cecilio Redona 
Emesto Anza 
Eleonor E. Malabonga 
Walter Scott P. Martinez 
Ceres E. Manat 


RP vs. Ricardo Silverio et. al. 
Defendants: Ricardo C. Silverio 
Ferdinand E. Marcos 

Imelda R. Marcos 

Pablo P. Carlos, Jr. 
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Defendant Silverio, Sr. filed his Formal Offer of Evidence dated 21 
October 2015. In a Resolution dated 8 December 2015, SB resolved to 
admit his Exhibits 1-13. 


The presentation of the evidence of the Intestate Estate of Pablo Carlos, 
Jr. is set on January 18 and 19, 2016. 


PJ Cabotaje-Tang issued a Disclosure dated August 18, 2016 involving 
her participation in said case when she was Assistant Solicitor General. 


PJ Cabotaje-Tang voluntarily inhibited herself from participating in the 
case on 5 October 2016 and the records of the case were forwarded to 
the Judicial Records Division for re-raffle. 


In the Order dated 17 January 2017 the Court directs the plaintiff to 
submit Comment/ Opposition to the Notice of Death and Motion for 
Substitution of Defendant Ricardo Silverio dated 10 January 2017 
within 10 days and sets the incidents for hearing on 6 March 2017. The 
Republic filed the Comment on 1 March 2017. In the Order dated 6 
March 2017, defendant was given ten (10) days within which to file his 
reply and 30 days within which to submit the certified true copy of the 
death certificate of Ricardo Silverio. 


A Motion for Extension of Time to file an entry of appearance, SPA of 
the proposed substitute defendant Lorna Silverio and Compliance 
dated 16 March 2017 was filed by defendant's counsel. Compliance 
dated 27 March 2017 was filed by defendant’s counsel. On 2 August the 
Sandiganbayan gave the counsel movant Silverio a fifteen (15) days 
non-extendible period within which to submit a PSA issued death 





certificate of Ricardo Silverio and to furnish a copy thereof to the 














pees 





| . plaintiff who is likewise given the same period within which to file its | 


comment. 


Motion for Extensiond dated Sept 30, 2017: Additional 5 days to file 
Comment/ Opposition to plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration dated 6 
September 2017. OPPOSITION (to plaintiff's Motion for 
Reconsideration dated 6 September 2017) dated September 30, 2017 
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T1. RP vs. Herminio Disini et. al. Reconveyance, Reversion, | Aug. 22, 1987 In a Decision promulgated on 11 April 2012, the Sandiganbayan | 
0013 Defendants: Herminio T. Disini Accounting and DECLARED as ILL-GOTTEN the commissions received by defendant 
Ferdinand E. Marcos Damages HERMINIO T. DISINI in connection with the Bataan Nuclear Power 
Imelda R. Marcos Plant transaction. Defendant DISINI was ordered to ACCOUNT for 

Rodolfo Jacob these commissions and to RECONVEY the total amount of 


$50,562,500.00 he received by virtue of his transaction with the Plaintiff, | 
with interest until fully paid. RP’s claims, however, for actual, moral, 
temperate, nominal, exemplary damages, attorney's fees, litigation 
expenses, and treble judicial costs are DISMISSED for not being 
established by a preponderance of evidence. 


Disini elevated the case to the Supreme Court via a Motion To Admit 
the Attached Petition for Review on Certiorari dated 16 January 2013 
docketed as GR No. 205172 which is pending to this date. 


In the meantime, Herminio Disini passed away on 3 June 2014. 


In a resolution dated 13 July 2015, the SC granted the motion to admit 
petitioner's memorandum. 



































12. 0014 RP vs. Enriquez-Paniilio et. al. Reconveyance, Reversion, | July 23, 1987 The Sandiganbayan dismissed the case against the 12 defendant- 
Defendants: Modesto Enriquez Accounting and corporations on 7 February 2002. Said dismissal was affirmed by the 
Trinidad Diaz-Enriquez Damages Supreme Court in a Decision promulgated on 13 July 2010 in G.R. No. 


Rebecco Panlilio 

Erlinda Enriquez-Panlilio 
Leandro Enriquez 

the Marcos Spouses 

Don M. Ferry 

Roman A. Cruz, Jr. 
Guillermo Gastrock 
Gregorio R. Castillo 
Ernesto Abalos 


154560. 


Meanwhile, RP’s Petition for Review dated 11 March 2008 docketed as 
G.R. No. 181458 was granted by the Supreme Court in a Decision 
promulgated on 20 March 2013 and ordered the reinstatement of Civil 
Case No. 0014. According to the Court, the circumstances in Civil 
Case No. 0014 should have readily convinced the Sandiganbayan that 
it would be farfetched to conclude that petitioner lacked interest in 
prosecuting its case. Further, the order of dismissal was bereft of any 
explanation alluding to the indifference and irresponsibility of the 
petitioner, and also silent on any previous act of petitioner that can 
be characterized as contumacious or slothful. An entry of Judgment 
was issued by the SC stating that on 6 March 2014 the case has 
become final and executory and is recorded in the Book of Entries of 
Judgment. 





A motion for reconsideration was filed by the Heirs of Roman Cruz, Jr. 
but was denied in a Resolution dated 3 July 2013. Ina Resolution dated 
15 July 2015, the SC resolved to re-send said Resolution to respondent 
Isiah Pavia Cruz. 
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13. 0016 RP vs. Rodolfo Cuenca et. al. Reconveyance, Reversion, | July 21, 1987 With pending Petition for Review filed by RP on 17 October 2011 before 
Defendants: Rodolfo Cuenca Accounting and Second Amended the Supreme Court (G.R. No. 198393) in view of the dismissal of the 
Ferdinand E. Marcos Damages complaint on 5 August 2010 for insufficiency of evidence. Respondents 
Imelda R. Marcos Third Amended Rodolfo Cuenca, Roberto S. Cuenca and Manuel Tinio filed their 
Oscar P. Beltran Nov. 11, 1991 Comment Ad Cautelam dated 23 April 2012. 
Saul Y. Alfonso 
Roberto S. Cuenca In the meantime, a Resolution was issued by the Sandiganbayan on 22 
Nora 0. Vinkuan March 2012 denying (1) defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration dated 
Panfilo 0. Domingo 16 September 2011 (in connection with their objection to RP’s Motion 
Jose L. Africa for Reconsideration re: dismissal of the case) and {2} Rodolfo Cuenca’s 
Roberto V. Ongpin Motion for the Issuance of a Writ of Execution for the discharge of the 
Ricardo P. De Leon properties subject of writs of sequestration and freeze orders. Motion 
Arturo Lazo for Partial Reconsideration thereof was filed but was denied, again, in a 
Arthur C. Balch Resolution dated 18 July 2012. 
Manuel I. Tinio . 
Mario K. Alfelor The Ex-Parte Manifestation with motion for Leave filed by defendants 
Rodolfo M. Munsuyac was denied by the SB in a Resolution promulgated on 2 Aug. 2012. 
Don M. Ferry 

_| Antonio L. Carpi _ +. i 

14. RP vs. Fabian Ver et. al. Reconveyance, Reversion, | July 24, 1987 In a Decision promulgated on 19 January 2012, the Sandiganbayan 

0017 Defendants: Fabian Ver Accounting and Amended Oct. 20, rendered a judgment: (1) dismissing the case against Roberto Ongpin 
Irwin Ver Roberto Ongpin Damages 1987 and Wyrlo Ver for insufficiency of evidence, (2) granting the demurrers 
Ferdinand E. Marcos Expanded to evidence filed by Faida Ver Ressurection, Irwin P. Ver, Rexor P. Ver 
Imelda R. Marcos January 22, 1988 and Helma Ver-Tuason, and accordingly dismissed the case as against 
Rexor Ver Third Amended them, (3) granting the Motion to Dismiss by Way of Demurrer to 
Wyrlo Ver June 17, 1988 Evidence filed by Go Pok and adopted by Sio Lim, Balbino Diego, Peter 
Helma Ver Tuazon Uy, Edna Camcam, Jimmy Chua, Benito Penalosa and Catalino Coo, 
Edna Camcam and accordingly, dismissed the case as against them due to absence of 
Jimmy Chua also known as Chua Hang evidence, (4) dismissed the case against Fabian Ver, FM, Imelda R. 
Ratty Chua Marcos, Raffy Chua, Wilson Chua, Guy Siu Sim, Arturo Pacificador, 
Benito Penaloza, alias Chua Se Tat Sally See and Vinnie James Yu due to absence of evidence, (5) ordering 
Go Pok also known Tan Guat, Bento the lifting of sequestration of the properties involved in said case. 
Tan l 

| Catalino Coo RP’s Motion for Reconsideration dated 16 February 2012 was denied by 

Wilson Chua also known as Chua Tion | ilk the Sandiganbayan in a Resolution promulgated on 24 May 2013. The 
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Kion 
. | Peter Uy 


Vao So also known as Sio Lim 





Balbino Diego 
Gerardo Flores (dropped) 
Vinnie James Vu 


Arturo Pacificador 


Faida Ver Resurrecion 


Guy Siu Sim also known as Sima 


Sally See alias Sally Sze Tai Po Heung 
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aforesaid dismissal was elevated to the Supreme Court via Petition for 


Review on 25 July 2013 under GR No. 207413 which is pending to this 
date. 
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Ferdinand E. Marcos 
Imelda R. Marcos 
Vilma A. Romualdez 
Alfredo T. Romuaidez 
Nelia T. Gonzales 
Ricardo V. Quintos 
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RP vs. Armando Romualdez et. al. 
Defendants: Armando Romualdez 


m 


Reconveyance, Reversion, | July 27, 1987 
Accounting and 
Damages 





—| 


Trial. RP filed its Formal Offer of Evidence on 27 October 2014. 
Amended Formal Offer was thereafter filed by RP thru OSG. Objection 
to the Amended Formal Offer of Plaintiff dated 24 March 2015 was filed 
by Spouses Romualdez. Comment on Formal Offer of Evidence dated 
25 March 2015 was filed by defendant. 


Demurrer to Evidence dated 7 December 2015 was filed by Alfredo 
Romualdez. Also, Armando and Vilma Romualdez filed a Demurrer to 
Evidence which the OSG received on 4 January 2016. Both Demurrers to 
Evidence were granted by the Court in a Decision promulgated on 15 
August 2016 dismissing the case. RP filed a Motion for Reconsideration 
dated 16 September 2016 which was likewise denied by the Court ina 
Resolution promulgated on 31 January 2017. 


The Republic filed a Petition for Review dated 24 March 2017 docketed 
as GR No. 
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RP vs. Peter Sabido, et al. 
Defendants: Peter Sabido 
Roberto S. Benedicto 

Luis D. Yulo 

Nicolas Dehesa 

Spouses Marcos 

Jose R. Tengco, Jr. 
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Reconveyance, Reversion, | July 29, 1987 
Accounting and Amended 
Damages Oct. 1, 1991 














The continuation of Presentation of prosecution’s evidence is set on 15 
March, 5 April and 16 May 2016. Meanwhile, RP filed an Omnibus 
Motion dated 21 September 2015 (1. To Recall the Resolution dated 24 
March 2010 and 2) To Nullify the Memorandum of Agreement dated 11 
December 2009) which was denied in a Resolution promulgated on 12 
April 2016. On 9 August 2016, RP’s Motion for Reconsideration dated 


2 





10 May 2016 was also denied for lack of merit. RP elevated the case 




















Rafael Sison before the Supreme Court docketed as G.R. No. 227355. The Republic 
Cesar Zalamea filed its Consolidated Reply (to Sabido and Pimeco’s respective 
Don M. Ferry Comments) dated 18 July 2017. Rejoinder with Motion for Leave to File 


and for the Admission of the Same dated 1 August 2017. 


In the 18 August 2016 hearing, the Court agreed to cancel the pre-set 
hearing dates and re-set the trial on 27 Oct. and 10 Nov 2016 pending 
the Supreme Court's action on the Petition for Certiorari docketed as 
GR No. 227355 filed by RP. Continuation of hearing is set on 17 and 18 
May 2017. 


*In a Resolution promulgated on 6 November 2012, the Motion for 
Leave to Intervene filed by Lianga Bay Workers, Retirees, Shareholders 
Association, Inc. (LB-WORSHA) was denied for lack of merit. LB- 
WORSHA’s Motion for Reconsideration dated 9 January 2012. RP filed 
its Comment dated 9 June 2015. 





The Supreme Court in GR Nos. 191838 & 191863, reversed the 
Sandiganbayan resolution granting Philippine Agri-Business Center 
Corporation’s (PABC) Motion for Summary Judgment and upheld 
among others the latter's titles to the parcels of land covered by TCT 
Nos. 6110 and 6111 dated 12 May 1975 and considered said titles as 
uncontroverted evidence proving ownership thereof. The SC then 
remanded the case to the SB for further proceedings with deliberate 
dispatch. 











*PABC filed a Motion for Separate Trial dated 27 February 2017. 
Opposition to Intervenor’s Motion for Separate Trial dated 7 March 
2017 was filed by defendants-in intervention YKR Corporation and Six 
Out of Ten Legal heirs of the Late Luis A. Yulo. Reply dated 6 April 
2017 was filed by PABC. Pre-Trial is re-set to 14 September 2017 at 8:30 
a.m. 





*The Republic filed its Formal Offer of Evidence dated 18 April 2017or 
until 23 April 2017 which was granted. YKR Corporation and Sex out 
of Ten Legal Heirs of Luis Yulo filed their Comment thereon dated 9 
May 2017. Liangga Bay Loggings Corp. and Intervenor Felix Vitanzos 
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17, 0025 RP vs. Antonio Martel, et al. 
Defedants: Antonio Martel 
Rodolfo V. Martel 

Jose V. Martel 

Enrique v. Martel 

Alita V. Martel 

Spouses Marcos 


Don M. Ferry 




















did not file their comment/ opposition. PIMECO filed a Manifestation 
(Re: Plaintiff's Formal Offer of Evidence dated 18 April 2017) dated 8 
June 2017. 


-In a Resolution dated 17 August 2017, the SB admitted the 
testimonies and documentary exhibits of the plaintiff which is 
deemed to have rested its case. 


* Diatagon Labor Federation filed a Manifestation and Motion to Adopt 
Exhibits of RP dated 8 May 2017. 


* Trial on the part YKR, et al. was also set on the 14 of September 2017. 


Resolution prom. on October 9, 2017 : 

- The Court Granted the Motion for Separate Trial filed by plaintiff-in- 
intervention Phil. Agri-Business Center Corp. (PABC) on Feb. 28, 2017 

- The Complaint-in-Intervention dated 27 September 1988 of the PABC 
is ORDERED to be tried and decided separately from the other 
issues/claims in plaintiff Republic's Complaint and defendants’ 
counterclaims 


Motion for Extension dated Nov. 20, 2017 - To file Comments and/or 
Proposed Amendments to the draft Pre-Trial Order 


PABC (plaintiff-in-intervention) filed a Motion for Second Extension 
dated Nov. 29, 2017 To file Comments and/or Proposed Amendments 
to the draft Pre-Trial Order, which was granted b the court 
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The Joint Motion for Approval of the Compromise Agreement was 
approved, August 12, 1996. 


In a Resolution dated July 30, 2002 the decision was declared final and 
executory and the case was ordered archived. 
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own behalf 


Luis Argana, Jr. 

Peregrino Argana 

Gelacio Argana 

Eufrocinio Nofuente 
Amparo Argana Nofuente 
Juanito Rogelio 

Maria Felicidad Argana 
Maria Doretea Argana 
Refedor South Gold Property 
Management and 
Development Corporation. 





19. 0027 








RP vs. Maria Remedios Argana et. al. 
Defendants: Maria Remedios Argana 
as administratrix of the intestate of the 
deceased Maximino A. Argana and her 


Donata Amendrala Vda. de Argana 
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Forfeiture 








July 29, 1987 On preliminary conference, Plaintiff's evidence were re-marked, and 








marked on 10, 14 & 16 September 2015 and 8, 15 and 22 October 2015. 


In a resolution dated 28 March 2017, the Manifestation and Motion filed 
by the Republic is noted and granted and the Court resolves 1) to grant 
additional preliminary conference settings for the pre-marking and/or 
re-marking of other documentary evidence particularly Exhibits EEE-18 
to GGG-10 which are scheduled on 3, 4,5, 10, 11, 12, 13 and 14 June 
2017 at 2:00 p.m.; 2) to allow the reservation to re-mark Exhibits FFF-2 
to FFF-5 and FFEF-7; and 3) to grant a non-extendible period until 30 
June 2017 within which to locate FFF-2 to FFF-5, FFF-7 and their 
derivatives. 


The Republic is in the process of remarking and marking its evidence. 
Next scheduled hearing is on October 10, 11, 18 and 19 October 2017. 


Preliminary Conference reset to Nov. 27 and 29, 2017 and December 1 
and 5, 2017 all at 9:00 a.m. 





RP vs. Vicente Chuidian, et al 
Defendants: Vicente Chuidian 
Cesar Virata 

Ferdinand E. Marcos 

Imelda R. Marcos 

Jose Femandez Jr. 

Antonio M. Garcia 

Roberto V. Ongpin 

Jaime C. Laya 

Ronaldo B. Zamora 

Jose Conrado Benitez 
Manuel M. Lazaro 

Ruben Ancheta 

Rosendo D. Bondoc 

| Vicente B. Valdepefias Jr. 
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July 30, 1987 
Amended 
August 12, 1987 
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With a pending Petition for Certiorari and Prohibition docketed as G.R. 
No. 180264 filed by PNB before the Supreme Court on 19 November 
2007 in connection with the order of the Sandiganbayan to remit to it 
and place under escrow time deposit with Land Bank the proceeds of 
L/C No. SFD-005-85 in the amount of US$ 4.4 Million. Entire records of 
the case were ordered elevated to the Supreme Court. 


A Manifestation dated 5 May 2011 was filed by TIDCORP reiterating 
that it is not bound to fund the subject L/C contrary to PNB’s 
alternative prayer. Still pending. 











[ Placido L. Mapa 
Cesar Zalamea 
Panfilo 0. Domingo 
Victor Macalincag 
Jose Leviste 

Lilia R. Bautista 


Dominador Gomez 
Gerardo P. Sicat 





20. 0029 RP vs. Jesus Tanchanco, et al. 
Defendants: Jesus Tanchanco 


Cesar C. Aquino 
Ferdinand E. Marcos 
Imelda R. Marcos 


> 
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July 30, 1987 
Amended 
Jan. 27, 1989 











Decided by the Sandiganbayan in favor of the Republic in a Decision 
dated 9 September 2010. Imelda Marcos, in her capacity as legal 
representative of FM and in her personal capacity, was directed to (i) 
return and reconvey to the plaintiff the amount of P10M representing 
the amount illegally disbursed from the funds of the NFA, with interest 
thereon at the legal rate from the date of unlawful acquisition on July 
29, 1983, (ii) and to pay plaintiff PIM as} moral damages, P500,000 as 
exemplary damages, P250,000 nominal damages, P200,000 as and for 
attorney's fees and costs of suit and expenses of litigation. 





A writ of execution was thereafter issued, which is in the process of 
being implemented. A Motion to Admit Opposition (to Plaintiff's 
Motion for Issuance of Alias Writ of Execution) was filed by Imelda 
Marcos dated 26 September 2011. 


Meanwhile, in a Resolution dated 16 July 2012, the Sandiganbayan 
granted the Motion to Deliver filed by PCGG, and Sheriff De La Cruz 
was ordered to deliver the amount of P36,550,000.00 to PCGG 
representing the amount garnished against the bank deposit of Imelda 
Marcos in Phil. Veterans Bank (PVB). PVB filed a Manifestation dated 
25 July 2012 praying that it be excused from complying with the 
aforesaid order as Imelda’s account is a pensioner account which is 
exempt from execution pursuant to Section 13 (1) Rule 30 of the Revised 
Rules of Court. 





In a Resolution dated 25 October 2012, the Court (1) denied Imelda’s 
Manifestation and Motion, and (2) directed the PVB to produce, upon 














| 


= 


PCGGC’s motion, the bank records of defendant Imelda Marcos of all her 
accounts with the said bank for the year 2012. 


PVB submitted Imelda Marcos’ PVB Bank Statement which indicates 
that she has only P1,420,951.91 as of 29 October 2012. Ina Resolution 
dated 22 February 2013, the Sandiganbayan granted the prayer of PVB 
that it be excused from complying with its Order to deliver money 
dated 20 July 2012. 


So far, the Sandiganbayan received checks from (a) PNB-Batasan 
Branch in the amount of P177,719.60 and (b) Metrobank the amount of 
P100,289.20, as a result of the garnishment letters served upon them by 
the Sheriff. 


On the other hand, the levy on execution involving 4 lots of the 
Marcoses in Quezon City could not be effected as the same are not 
registered as per letter dated 22 March 2013 of the Register of Deeds of 
Quezon City. 


In a Minute Resolution dated 31 July 2014, the Court noted the Sheriff's 
report dated 17 July 2014 where the amount of P1,250,000.00 
representing the amount garnished against the travel bond of Imelda 
Marcos was delivered to him by the Sandiganbayan’s Cashier in a 
certified check payable to PCGG and the check was received by PCGG 
thru Lorna U. Reyes on 10 June 2014. 


Coordinate with AMD on other properties of FM and Imelda Marcos 
| not included in Civil Case 0002 or 0141 to fully satisfy the judgment. 
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RP vs. Alfonso Lim, et al 
Defendants: Alfonso Lim 
Ruthie Lim-Santiago 
Alfonso Lim, fr. 

Teodoro Q. Pena 
Ferdinand Marcos 
Imelda Marcos 


L- 








Accounting and 
Damages 


+ 


Reconveyance, Reversion, | July 30, 1987 


Amended 
Oct. 2, 1991 





The (1) Motion to Remove Aircrafts subject of attachment from 
Movant's Hangar dated 3 March 2011 filed by NORTH RESORT, INC, 
(2) RP’s Motion for Authority to Sell attached aircrafts pending 
litigation were granted in a Resolution promulgated 11 Dec. 2015. The 
attached aircrafts (RPC-208 Cessna Centurion a-and RPC- 333 Cessna 
Golden Eagle II were sold by the Sheriffs Sale and were able to 
command very low purchase price. 
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Taggat 

Pamplona Redwood Veneer 

Southern Plywood 

Acme Plywood 

Veteran Woodwork, Inc. 

Sierra Madre Wood, Ind. 

Tropical Phil. Wood Ind. 
Defendant Corporations 




















In a Decision dated 14 December 2015, the Sandiganbayan granted the | 
Amended Complaint for reconveyance, reversion, accounting and 
restitution. While the Sandiganbayan ordered the return of all 
properties claimed by government, it dismissed the state's claim for 
damages for lack of proof. Former Minister Pefia was absolved of any 
liability due to lack of evidence. 


The hearing on the Motion and Manifestation with Motion for Issuance 
of Writ of Execution filed by the Republic set on 24 April 2017 is re-set 
to 1 June 2017 at 1:30 am. In the 1 June 2017 hearing the court issued an 
Order giving defendants 10 days from receipt to file their 
comment/ opposition. 


A Manifestation dated 22 May 2017 was filed by defendant Alfonso 
Lim, Jr. praying that Lim be excluded in the execution of the 14 
December 2015 Decision of the Sandiganbayan. 


Acting on the Motion for Issuance of Writ of Execution dated Jan. 26, 
2017 filed by RP thru OSG, praying for the issuance of a writ of 
execution implementing the Decision dated Dec. 24, 2015, as well as the 
Manifestation dated 5/22/17 filed by def Lim, and the Manifestation 
dated Juky 20, 2017 filed by OSG, and finding the Motions of the 
plaintiff to be meritorious, the DECISION dated Dec. 24, 2015 having 
| become final and executory, the same is hereby GRANTED. 





July 30, 1987 
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22. 0031 RP vs. Roberto Abling, et al Reconveyance, Reversion, 
i Defendants: Roberto Abling Accounting and 
Marilyn Abling Damages 
Ferdinand Marcos 
Imelda Marcos 
23. 0033-A RP vs. Eduardo Cojuangco Jr. et al RE: ANOMALOUS 


Defendants: Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. 
Ferdinand E. Marcos (deceased) 
Imelda R. Marcos 








RP’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment was finally denied by the 
Sandiganbyan on 8 November 2008. Meanwhile, RP’s motion to 
archive the case because defendants could not be located despite effort 
to locate them is granted in a Resolution dated 21 February 2012. 














PURCHASE AND USE 


OF FIRST UNITED BANK 
(NOW UNITED 





Subdivided 
Complaint 
Mar. 7, 1995 


The complaint was originally filed on 31 July 1987 against Eduardo 
Cojuangco, Jr. and 58 defendants including the Marcos Spouses 





involving the improper/illegal use of coconut levy funds. The 
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complaint was amended on 15 October 1987 to include two other 
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Jose R. Eleazar, Jr. (deceased) 
Maria Clara Lobregat (deceased) 
Juan Ponce Enrile 

Danilo Ursua 

Herminigildo C. Zayco 








BANK) 





COCONUT PLANTERS 











[aon The complaint was subdivided in 1995 into what is 


known now as the “coco levy cases” or Civil Case No. 0033 A to H: 


Civil Case 0033-A 

The complaint is against Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr and seven (7) 
individual defendants including the Marcos Spouses involving the 
manipulation made by the defendants in the purchase by the 
Philippine Coconut Authority (PCA) of the outstanding capital stock 
of the First United Ban (FUB) through the use of the Coconut 
Consumers Stabilization Fund (CCSF). The bank was subsequently 
converted into a universal bank and renamed into United Coconut 
Planters Bank (UCPB). 





a. In a Decision promulgated on 24 January 2012 in G.R. Nos. 177857-58 


and 178193, the Supreme Court affirmed Part A and B of the 
Sandiganbayan’s 11 July 2003 Partial Summary Judgment. In this 
decision, the Supreme Court conclusively declared that the coconut 
levy funds are public funds, hence, any property acquired by means 
of the coconut levy funds should be treated as public funds or public 
property, subject to the burdens and restrictions attached by law to 
such property. It also declared among others that: 


i. a. The portion of Section 1 of PD No. 755 which authorizes the 
PCA to distribute, for free, the UCPB shares to coconut 
farmers, in relation to Section 2 of the same PD is 
unconstitutional because: (a) it allowed the use of the CCSF to 
benefit directly private interest by the outright and unconditional 
grant of absolute ownership of the UCPB shares to the undefined 
coconut farmers, which negated or circumvented the national 
policy or public purpose declared by P.D. No. 755 to 
accelerate the growth and development of the coconut 
industry and achieve its vertical integration; and (b) for 
having unduly delegated legislative power to the PCA. 


b. PCA’s implementing regulations thereon, namely, 
Administrative Order No. 1, Series of 1975 and Resolution 
No. 074-78 are likewise invalid for their failure to see to it 





















































that the distribution of shares serve exclusively or at least 
primarily or directly the aforementioned public purpose or 
national] policy deciared by P.D. No. 755. 


ii. Section 2 of P.D. No. 755 which mandated that the coconut levy 
funds shall not be considered special and/or fiduciary funds 
nor part of the general funds of the national government and 
similar provisions of Sec. 5, Art. III, P.D. No. 961 and Sec. 5, Art. 
HI, P.D. No. 1468 contravene the provisions of the 
Constitution, particularly, Art. IX (D), Sec. 2; and Article VI 


Sec. 29 (3). 











iii. Lobregat, COCOFED, et al. and Ballares, et al. have not legally 
and validly obtained title of ownership over the subject 
UCPB shares by virtue of P.D. No. 755, the Agreement dated 
May 25, 1975 between the PCA and defendant Cojuangco, 
and PCA implementing rules, namely, Adm. Order No. 1, s. 
1975 and Resolution No. 074-78, and 


iv. The so-called “Farmers” UCPB shares” covered by 64.98% of 
the UCPB shares of stock, which formed part of the 72.2% of 
the shares of stock of the former FUB and now of the 
UCPB, the entire consideration of which was charged by PCA 
to the CCSF, are hereby declared conclusively owned _ by, 
the Plaintiff Republic of the Philippines. 








This was affirmed in its 4 September 2012 Resolution. This judgment 
became final and executory on 10 December 2014 and accordingly 
recorded in the Book of Entries of Judgments. 


On the other hand, in a Decision promulgated on 27 November 2012 in 
G.R. No. 180705, the Supreme Court affirmed with modification Part C 
of the said Partial Summary Judgment dated 11 July 2003 and declared 
among others that the following UCPB shares delivered to ECJ by PCA 
are conclusively owned by the Republic of the Philippines to be used 
only for the benefit of all coconut farmers and for the development of 


the coconut industry which ruled among others that: 
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a] _plaintiff Republic of the Philippines as their true and 











1. The Agreement between PCA and defendant Eduardo M. 
Cojuangco, Jr. dated May 25, 1975 is a valid contract for having 
the requisite consideration under Article 1318 of the Civil 
Code. 


2. The transfer by PCA to defendant Eduardo M. Cojuangco, Jr. 
of 14,400 shares of stock of FUB (later UCPB) from the “Option 
Shares” and the additional FUB shares subscribed and paid by 
PCA, consisting of: 


a. Fifteen Thousand Eight Hundred Eighty-Four (15,884) 
shares out of the authorized but unissued shares of the 
bank, subscribed and paid by PCA; 

b. Sixty Four Thousand Nine Hundred Eighty (64,980) 
shares of the increased capital stock subscribed and 
paid by PCA;and 

c. Stock dividends declared pursuant to paragraph 5 
and paragraph 11 (iv) (d) of the PCA-Cojuangco 
Agreement dated May 25, 1975. or the so-called 
"Cojuangco-UCPB shares". 


is declared unconstitutional, hence null and void. 


3. The above-mentioned shares of stock of the FUB/UCPB 
transferred to defendant Cojuangco are declared conclusively 
owned by the Republic of the Philippines to be used only for 
the benefit of all coconut farmers and for the development of 
the coconut industry, and ordered reconveyed to the 
Government. 


4. The UCPB shares of stock of the alleged fronts, 
nominees and dummies of defendant Eduardo M. Cojuangco, 
Jr. which form part of the 72.2% shares of the FUB/UCPB 
paid for by the PCA with public funds later charged to the 
coconut levy funds, particularly the CCSF, belong to the 

















| beneficial owner. SU 


-The aforesaid judgment became final and executory on 1 
October 2013 and accordingly recorded in the Book of Entries 
of Judgments. 


e RP filed a Motion for Execution implementing the above-mentioned 
Decisions which was granted by the Sandiganbayan in a Resolution 
dated 23 October 2015. The corresponding writ has yet to be issued 
by the court however. 





ECJ filed a Manifestation and Motion dated 9 December 2015 
enumerating therein certain UCPB shares for confirmation by the 
UCPB Corporate Secretary. 








ECJ, thru his lawyer, submitted to the Court the originals of the 
54,117,421 UCPB certificates of shares of stock under his name. To this, 
the court issued an Order dated 6 May 2016 noting the submission of 
ECJ and ordering the delivery to the plaintiff of said certificates. Said 
originals have already been received and endorsed to the PCGG Library 
for its custody and safe keeping. 





* Meanwhile, the pre-trial proceeding with respect to the complaint-in- 
intervention filed by Subic International Air Charter (Subic Air) is still 
on-going. Both RP and Subic Air filed their respective Pre-Trial brief. 
Pre-trial is scheduled on 18 April 2017. Preliminary Conference is set on 
18 August 2017. 


Subic Air filed a Motion and Manifestation dated 16 August 2017 
praying that another pre-trial conference be scheduled for the purpose 
of facilitating a joint stipulation of facts between Subic Air and the 














plaintiff. 
24. 0033-B RP vs. Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. et. al. RE: CREATION OF Subdivided Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. and thirty four (34) other defendants including 
Ferdinand Marcos (deceased) COMPANIES OUT OF | Complaint the Marcos spouses are impleaded in this case as they are charged of 
Imelda Marcos COCO LEVY FUNDS. Mar. 7, 1995 having created, capitalized and/or funded the defendant-corporations 














Emmanuel Almeda with the use of the coconut levy funds for their personal benefit. 
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Edgardo Angara 
Jose Aspiras 
Eladio Chatto 
Jose C. Concepcion 
Avelino V. Cruz 
Rolando Dela Cuesta 
Manuel Del Rosario 
Jose R. Eleazar, Jr. (deceased) 
Anastacio Emano, Sr. 
Eduardo U. Escueta 
Domingo Espina 
Jose Gomez 
Sulpicio Granada 
Paraja Hayudini 
Maria Clara Lobregat (deceased) 
Bienvenido Marquez 
Jose Martinez, Jr, 
Inaki R. Mendezona 
Jose Reynaldo Morente 
Juan Ponce Enrile 
Teodoro D. Regala 
Celestino Sabate, 
Danilo Ursua 
| Rogelio Vinluan 
Herminigildo C. Zayco 
Phil. Coconut Producers Federation, 
Inc. (COCOFED) 
Coconut Investment Co. (CIC) 
COCOFED Marketing Corp. 
(COCOMARK) and 


Corp. (COCOLIFE) 
United Coconut Oil Mills, Inc. 











25. 0033-C RP vs. Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. et. al. 
= Defendants: Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. 








United Coconut Planters Life Assurance 


_t 








Among such corporations were the Philippine Coconut Producers | 
Federations, Inc. (COCOFED), Coconut Investment Company (CIC); 
COCOFED Marketing Corporation (COCOMARK), United Coconut 
Planters Life Assurance Corporation (COCOLIFE). 


Status: 


RP’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment dated 8 September 2002 is 
pending consideration of the Sandiganbayan although the same has 
already been submitted for resolution as of March 2005. In a Joint 
Resolution promulgated on 2 June 2016 the Court denied the Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment and/or Judgment on the Pleadings filed by 
the Plaintiff in Civil Case No. 0033 B as well as the Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment in Civil Case No. 0033 D. RP filed a Motion for 
Reconsideration (of the Joint Resolution dated 2 June 2016 and 8 July 
2016 to which Defendants Conjuangco and Ursua filed their respective 
Opposition. In a Joint Resolution promulgated on 9 May 2017 the court 
denied the Motions for Reconsideration filed by the Republic in Civil 
Case No. 0033 B (and Civil Case No. 0033-D). The case was elevated to 
the Supreme Court on 17 July 2017 under GR No. 232449. 


Meanwhile, ECJ filed a Motion to Dismiss dated 30 April 2015 on the 
alleged ground that his right to a speedy disposition of the case has 
been violated. RP’s opposition was filed on 18 May 2015. ECJ 
submitted a Reply dated 29 May 2015. In a Joint Resolution 
promulgated on 18 April 2017, the Sandiganbayan denied the Motion to 
Dismiss filed by ECJ in Civil Case Nos. 0033-B, 0033-D and 0033-H. 


The Preliminary Conference set on 16 February 2017 was cancelled and 
re-set to 18 April 2017. 
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RE: CREATION AND Subdivided 
OPERATION OF Complaint 











The case is against Eduardo M. Cojuangco, Jr. and eight (8) individual 





defendants including the Marcos spouses and Agricultural Investor, 
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26. 0033-D 














Ferdinand E. Marcos 
Imelda Marcos 

Rafael Abello 

Enrique Cojuangco 
Marcos Cojuangco 

Maria Clara Lobregat 
Jesus Pineda 

Juan Ponce Enrile 
Agricultural Investors, Inc. 
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BUGSUK PROJECT AND 


AWARD OF P988 
MILLION DAMAGES 
TO AGRICULTURAL 

INVESTORS, INC. 





RP vs. Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. et. al 
Defendants: Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. 
Ferdinand Marcos (deceased) 
Imelda Marcos 

Emmanuel Almeda 

Jose Concepcion 
Mohammad Ali Dimaporo 
Jose R. Eleazar, Jr. (deceased) 
Eduardo Escueta 








RE: 
DISADVANTAGEOUS 
PURCHASES AND 
SETTLEMENT OF THE 
ACCOUNTS OF OIL 
MILLS OUT OF COCO 
LEVY FUNDS 


ies eee 











Subdivided 
Complaint 
Mar. 7, 1995 


Mar. 7, 1995 











Inc. involving the development, improvement, 
maintenance of the Bugsuk Island Seed Garden (Bugsuk). The Republic 
claims that Cojuangco, Jr. misused, misappropriated, and dissipated 
P840 million of the Coconut Industry development Funds (CIDF) 
deposited with the UCPB; sold the coconut seed nuts produced at 
Bugsuk at exorbitant prices him being the Chief executive Officer of the 
UCPB and, at the same time, beneficial holder and controller of 
Agricultural Investors, Inc. (AN), the appointed developer of Bugsuk; 
and the UCPB liable for the payment of almost P800 million in 
arbitration fees to the All. 


Status: 


Ina Resolution dated 10 September 2015, the Sandiganbayan denied the 
Motion for Summary Judgment filed by RP on 4 November 2013. The 
Court found that trial has to be conducted to determine if defendants’ 
properties and other assets, as alleged in the 3 amended complaint 
and contested in turn by the defendants have been unlawfully acquired, 
or were so acquired through the use of relatives or agents. RP timely 
moved to reconsider the same but was however, denied by the 
Sandiganbayan on 8 March 2016. This was elevated to the Supreme 
Court in July 2016. Thus, it filed a Petition for Certiorari in July 2016. 


Meanwhile, ECJ filed a Motion to Dismiss dated 30 April 2015 on the 
alleged ground that his right to a speedy disposition of the case has 
been violated. RP’s opposition was filed on 13 May 2015. This is yet to 
be resolved by the court. 











The case is against Cojuangco, Jr and twenty one (21) defendants 
including the Marcos spouses and 7 corporations for the reconveyance 
to the government of the United Coconut Mills, Inc. (UNICOM) and 
other oil mills created and funded out of the coco levy funds, their 
affiliates and subsidiaries and their assets and properties. 


RP’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment dated 9 October 2002 was 
denied in a Joint Resolution promulgated on 2 June 2016. RP filed a 


Motion for Reconsideration dated 4 July 2016 on 8 July 2016. Defendant 
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| Maria Clara Lobregat (deceased) 


Douglas Lu Ym 

Inaki Mendezona 

Juan Ponce Enrile 

Teodoro D. Regala 

Danilo Ursua 

Cagayan De Oro Oil Company, Inc. 
Legaspi Oil Co., Inc. 

Lucena Oil Factory, Inc. 

PCY Oil Manufacturing Corp. 
Southern Luzon Oil Mills, Inc. 
Thilagro Edible Oil Mills, Inc. 
United Coconut Oil Mills, Inc. 








RP vs. Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. et. al. 





MR. RP filed its Reply dated 25 August 2016. In a Joint Resolution 
promulgated on 9 May 2017, the court denied the Motions for 
Reconsideration filed by the Republic in Civil Case No. 0033-B and Civil 
Case No. 0033-D. The Republic filed a Petition for Review for Review 
on Certiorari dated 7 July 2017 under GR No. 232423. 


Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. filed his Opposition dated 29 July 2016 to the 


Meanwhile, ECJ filed a Motion to Dismiss dated 30 April 2015 on the 
alleged ground that his right to a speedy disposition of the case has 
been violated. RP filed its Opposition on 18 May 2015. ECJ filed a Reply 
dated 29 May 2015. In a Joint Resolution promulgated on 18 April 2017, 
the Sandiganbayan denied the Motion to Dismiss filed by EC] in Civil 
Case Nos. 0033-B, 0033-D and 0033-H. 
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27. 0033-E Defendants: Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. RE: UNLAWFUL Subdivided Defendant Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. and eight (8) defendants including 
Ferdinand E. Marcos (deceased) ; DISBURSEMENTS AND | Complaint the Marcos spouses and one (1) corporation are being held lable for the 
Imelda Marcos i DISSIPATION OF COCO | Mar. 7, 1995 dissipation of coconut levy funds by means of donations made to 
Rolando De La Cuesta LEVY FUNDS various projects of Imelda Marcos, unearned income from the CIDF 
Jose R. Eleazar, Jr. (deceased) deposit with the UCPB and US Anti-Trust suit against the UNICOM. 
Maria Clara Lobregat (deceased) 
Juan Ponce Enrile Status: 
With the denial of RP’s Motion for Reconsideration (on the denial of its 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment filed on 26 January 2006), a 
Herminigildo C. Zayco Petition for Certiorari (with Prayer for the Issuance of a TRO and/or 
The United Coconut Oil Mills, Inc. Writ of Preliminary Injunction) was filed before the Supreme Court on 8 
October 2012 under GR No. 20353 still pending as to this date. 
In the meantime, ECJ filed a Motion to Dismiss on 3 February 2014 for 
failure of RP to prosecute the case for an unreasonable length of time. 
This was denied, however, in a Resolution promulgated by the 
zA Sandiganbayan on 2 June 2014. 
RP vs. Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. et. al. RE: ACQUISITION OF | Subdivided This case involves the SMC shares registered under the names of 
Defendants: Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. SAN MIGUEL Complaint Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. et. al. and the CHF companies which the 
28. 0033-F Ferdinand E. Marcos (deceased) | CORPORATION (SMC) _| Mar. 7, 1995 government sought to recover from defendants. 
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Imelda Marcos 
Edgardo J. Angara 
Jose C. Concepction 
Avelino V. Cruz 
Eduardo U. Escueta 
Paraja G. Hayudini 
Juan Ponce Enrile 
Teodoro D. Regala 
Danilo Ursua 
Rogelio A. Vinluan 


Agricultural Consultancy Services, Inc. 


Anglo Ventures, Inc. 

Archipelago Realty Corp. 

Ap Holdings, Inc. 

ASR Investment, Inc. 

ASC Investment, Inc. 
Autonomous Development Corp. 
Balete Ranch, Inc. 

Black Stallion Ranch, Inc. 
Cagayan De Oro Oil Company, Inc 
Christensen Plantation Company 
Cocoa Investors, Inc. 

Davao Agricultural Aviation, Inc. 
Discovery Realty corp 

Dream Pastures, Inc. 

Echo Ranch, Inc. 

ECJ & Sons Agri. Ent. Inc. 


Far East Ranch, Inc. 

Filsov Shipping Co., Inc. 

First Meridian Development, Inc. 
First United Transport, Inc. 
Granexport Manufacturing Corp. 
Habagat Realty Dev't. Inc. 

Hyco Agricultural, Inc. 

















Status: 


A. The EC]-SMC Block 


In a Decision dated 12 April 201] in GR. No. 166859, 169203 and 
1880702, the Supreme Court affirmed with finality the Decision 
promulgated by the Sandiganbayan on 28 November 2007 which 
declared that the Cojuangco Block of SMC shares are the exclusive 
property of Cojuangco, et. al. 


This judgment became final and executory and recorded in the Book of 
Entries of Judgments as per entry of Judgment dated 16 March 2012. 


B. The CIIF SMC Block 





In the above-mentioned Decision in G.R. No. 177857-58 and 178193 
(please see Civil Case 0033-A), the Sapreme Court also declared that the 
6 CIE companies namely: 


Southern Luzon Coconut Oil Mills (SOLCOM); 
Cagayan de Oro Oil Co., Inc. (CAGOIL); 

Higan Coconut Industries, Inc. (LICOCO); 

San Pablo Manufacturing Corp. (GSPMC); 
Granexport Manufacturing Corp. (GRANEX); 


1 aa 


and 
6. Legaspi Oil Co., Inc. (LEGOIL), 


as well as the 14 holding companies namely : 





1. Soriano Shares, Inc.; 
2. ACS Investors, Inc.; 
3. Roxas Shares, Inc.; 
4, Arc Investors; Inc.; 
5} Toda Holdings, Inc.; 
6. AP Holdings, Inc.; 
7. 


Fernandez Holdings, Inc.; 


























Jigan Coconut Industries, Inc. 
Kalawakan Resorts, Inc. 
Kaunlaran Agricultural Corp. 
Labayog Air Terminals, Inc. 
Landair Int'l Marketing Corp. 
Legaspi Oil Co., Inc. 

LHL Cattle Corp. 

Meadow Lark Plantation, Inc. 
Metroplex Comunodities, Inc. 
Misty Montains Agri Corp. 
Northern Carriers Corp. 
Northeast Contract Traders, Inc. 
Ocean Side Maritime Ent., Inc. 
Oro Verde Services 

Pastoral Farms, Inc. 

PCY Oil Manufacturing Corp. 
Philippine Radio Corp., Inc. 
Philippine Technologies, Inc. 
Primaver Farms, Inc. 

Punong Bayan Housing Development 
Corp. 

Pura Electric Co., Inc. 

Radio Audience Developers Integrated 
Organization, Inc. 





Radio Filipino Corp. Amend the Resolution Promulgated on September 4, 2012 to Include 
ail the “Treasury Shares*” Which are Part and Parcel of the | 








9. Te Deum Resources, Inc.; 

10. Anglo Ventures, Inc.; 

41. Randy Allied Ventures, Inc.; 

12, Rock Steel Resources, Inc.; 

13. Valhalla Properties Ltd., Inc.; and 
14. First Meridian Development, Inc. 


| 2. SMC Officers Corps, Inc.; 


and the CHF Block of San Miguel Shares (SMC) shares of stock 
totaling 33,133,266 shares as of 1983 together with all dividends 
declared, paid and issued thereon as well as any increments thereto 
arising from, but not limited to, exercise of pre-emptive rights are 
declared owned by the government to be used only for the benefit of 
all coconut farmers and for the development of the coconut 
industry, and ordered reconveyed to the government. 


However, in its 4 September 2012 Resolution, the Supreme Court 
modified its earlier judgment to the effect that what were ordered 
reconveyed were the converted 753,848,31 SMC Series I Preferred 
Shares to be used only for the benefit of all coconut farmers and 
for the development of the coconut industry 





From the issuance of the above-mentioned 4 September 2012 
Resolution, RP filed Manifestation and Ommibus Motion: 1) To 














4 This stemmed from an Agreement dated 26 March 1986 between the 14 CHF Holding Companies (UCPB Group), as sellers, and Andres Soriano Soriano HI of the SMC Group, 
0 payable in 4 installments. The first installment in the amount of P500 Million was 
pril 1986, said share were sequestered by PCCG. Thus, the SMC group suspended payment of the 
Later, the SMC and UCPB groups entered into aCompromise Agreement and Amicable 
f stock. The parties, over the opposition of both the Republic and the COCOFED, then moved. 
g. Later, UCPB and the SMC groups implemented their agreement extra-judicially, 
forementioned compromise agreement. This was treated as an incident of Civil Case No. 0033-F. 
ting the SMC to deliver to the graft court the sequestered SMC shares that it bought from UCPB. On 
e 25.45 million SMC treasury shares to the PCGG. This was followed by another Order 


as buyer, for the purchase of 33,133,266 shares of SMC stock in the amount of P3,313,326,600.0 
paid by SMC Group on 1 April 1986. Before the perfection of the sale or on 7A 
purchase price of the shares, while the UCPB group rescinded the sale. 
Settlement, whereby they undertook to continue with the sale of the subject shares o 
for the approval of this agreement by the Sandiganbayan where the case 
withdrawing, at the same time, their petition for the approval of their a 
Thereafter, the Sandiganbayan issued an Order dated August 5, 1991, direc 
October 25, 1991, the Sandiganbayan issued another Resolution requiring SMC to deliver th: 


was then pendin 





interior! 





i Rancho Grande, inc. 

Randy Allied Ventures, Inc. 
Reddee Developers, Inc. 

Roxas Shares, inc. 

San Esteban Development Corp. 
San Miguel Corporation Officers, Inc. 
San Pablo Manufacturing Corporation 
Southern Luzon Oil Mills, Inc. 
Silver Leaf Plantation, Inc. 
Soriano Shares, Inc. 

Southern Services Traders, Inc. 
Southern Star Cattle Corp. 

Spade I Resorts Corp. 

Tagum Agricultural Development 
Corporation 

Tedeum Resources, Inc. 

Thilagro Edible Oil Mills, Inc. 
Toda Holdings, Inc. 

Unexplored Land Developers, Inc. 
Valhalla Properties, Inc. 

Ventures Securities, Inc. 

i Verdant Plantations, Inc. 

Vesta Agricultural Corp. 

Wings 
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| 33,133,266 Coconut Industry Investment Fund (CHE) Block of San 


Miguel Corporation (SMC) Shares as of 1983 Decreed by the 
Sandiganbayan and Sustained by the Honorable Court, As Owned 
by the Government, 2) To Direct San Miguel Corporation (SMC) to 
Comply with the Final and Executory Resolutions Dated October 24, 
1991 and March 18, 1992 of the Sandiganbayan Which Were Affirmed 
by the Honorable Court in G.R. Nos. 104637-38 dated 12 October 
2012. 


Also, COCOFED filed a Manifestation dated 4 October 2012 praying 
among others to direct SMC to deposit the proceeds of the redemption 
of the 753,848,312 SMC Series 1 Preferred Shares of the CHE 
Companies and all accrued and unpaid dividends thereon into the 
DBP or Landbank, and enjoin SMC from depositing and/or remitting 
the proceeds of said redemption in UCPB. SMC and RP filed their 
respective comment. COCOFED filed a Consolidated Reply with 
Motion for Production of Escrow Agreements dated 29 September 
2014. 7 


On 14 October 2014, PCGG/OSG filed a Motion for Partial Entry of 
Judgment with respect to the 753,848,312 SMC Series I Preferred 
Shares. A Supplemental Motion was thereafter filed to include the 
Farmers’ UCPB shares, the CIF companies and the 14 Holding 
Companies. A partial Entry of Judgment (see Civil Case No. 0033-A) 
was issued by the Supreme Court. On 10 December 2014. 


On 5 October 2016, the Supreme Court in said GR Nos. 177857-58 and 
178193 denied RP’s Manifestation and Omnibus Motion: 1 ) To Amend 
the Resolution Promulgated on September 4, 2012 to Include the 
“Treasury Shares” Which are Part and Parcel of the -33,133,266 
Coconut Industry Investment Fund (CUE) Block of San Miguel 
Corporation (SMC) Shares as of 1983 Decreed by the Sandig anbayan 
and Sustained by the Honorable Court, As Owned by the Government, | 


























dated March 18, 1992, for the delivery to the court of dividends pertamin 
the Supreme Court in G.R. No. 104637-38 but the same was dismissed on 


g to the subject SMC shares. It wa 


s these two delivery Orders that were submitted for the consideration of 


14 September 2000. Motion for Reconsideration thereof was denied on 17 April 2001. 
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2) To Direct San Miguel Corporation (SMC) to Comply with the Final 
and Executory Resolutions Dated October 24, 1991 and March 18, 1992 
of the Sandiganbayan Which Were Affirmed by the Honorable Court in 
G.R. Nos. 104637-38 dated 12 October 2012, the dispositive portion of 
which states as follows: 

















“WHEREFORE, the Republic of the Philippines’ 
Manifestation and Omnibus motion dated October 12, 
2012 is DENIED without prejudice to the right of 
respondent Republic to institute the appropriate action or 
proceeding where SMC's alleged right over the 25.45 
million SMC treasury shares will be determined and 
finally resolved.” 


According, to the Supreme Court, there was no mistake in the 
dispositive portion of the September 4, 2012 Resolution as the fallo was 
clarified precisely to reflect the number of shares with the PCGG, and 
the 25.45 million shares with SMC were no longer included therein: 


-the court has not acquired jurisdiction over SMC since it is not a 
party to Civil case No. 0033-F, hence, the former has no power to 
order SMC to comply with any pronouncement made in the case | 
involving, adversely at that, its property, thus fair play dictates 
that parties are allowed to present their respective claims in a full 
blown trial regarding the “sale” of the 25.45 million SMC shares 
for P500 million; 


-the SMC treasury shares and the PCGG arbitration shares were 
already registered under their own names by virtue of the 
Compromise Agreement between SMC and CIF companies which 
the PCGG approved. 


-the retention and acquisition of the P500 million (amount paid by 
SMC for the shares) is a flagrant and arbitrary deprivation of 
SMC’s property which is a violation of its due process right as 
PCGG has not intimated to return the same to SMC while RP ask 
for the delivery and reconveyance of the P25.45 million shares; 
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PCGG filed a Motion for Reconsideration dated 8 November 2016. The 
SC in a Resolution dated 29 November 2016 denied with finality the 
motion for Reconsideration. 


In the court quo, a Motion for Partial Execution dated 4 April 2016 was 
filed by RP on the Partial Summary Judgment dated 7 May, 2004. A 
Manifestation in Lieu of Comment dated 30 May 2016 was filed by 
defendant Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. 


In light of the 5 October 2012 Decision of the Supreme Court, UCPB 
filed a Manifestation dated 23 February 2017 in support of its 
Comment/ Opposition (With Motion for Opportunity to be Heard) 
dated 31 August 2016 and its Rejoinder (to Plaintiff's Reply dated 7 
September 2016) dated 3 October 2016 both filed in respect to the 
Motion for Partial Execution dated 4 April 2016 by the Republic. 


UCPCB calls the attention of the SC to thd Resolution dated 5 October 
2016 of the Supreme Court in the case of Philippine Producers 
Federation, Inc. (COCOFED), et. al. vs. RP holding that the Supreme 
Court’s Decision dated 24 January 2012 is not binding on San Miguel 
Corporation because SMC is not impleaded as a defendant in Civil 
Case No. 0033-F. UCPB posits that like SMC, it was not impleaded as a 
party defendant in Civil Case 0033-F hence, its Motion for Opportunity 
to be Heard dated 31 August 2016 praying that it be afforded a full 


_ blown trial to prove its claim over the “UCPB Direct CHF Interest” and 


11% Indirect Interest be granted. 


In connection with the Motion for Leave of Court to File 
Comment/ Opposition and to Admit Attached Comment/ Opposition 
Ad Cautelam filed by United Coconut Planters Life Assurance 
Corporation, the Republic is given 15 days from 21 April 2017 to file its 
Comment. The movant is given 15 days from receipt within which to 
file Reply. Movant filed its Reply dated 2 June 2017. 


Defendants 14 CIF Holding Companies filed a Comment/ Opposition 
(To Motion for Partial Execution) dated 3 May 2017. OSG filed its 
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RE: ACQUISITION OF 





_| | Comment dated 2 May 2017. 
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29. 0033-G RP vs. Eduardo Cujuangco, Jr. et. al. =f 











Imelda Marcos 
Jose D. Aspiras 
Antonio Carag 
Manuel (Manda) Elizalde, Jr. 
Don M. Ferry 

Jose R. Guerrero 
Juan Ponce Enrile 
Alice LI Reyes 
Jose M. Tengco, Jr. 
Bernardo Vergara 
Cesar C. Zalamea 
Rolando M. Zosa 
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Defendants: Eduardo M. Cojuangco, Jr. Subdivided Conjuangco, Jr. and four (4) individual defendants including the 
Ferdinand E. Marcos (deceased) PEPSI COLA Complaint Marcos spouses are impleaded in this case for having actively 
Imelda Marcos Mar. 7, 1995 collaborated with one another to unjustly enrich themselves by 
Ernesto O. Escaler (deceased) misusing the coconut levy funds to buy certain Pepsi Cola assets, 
Ernest Escaler including the ECI Challenge Corporation, the Pepsi Cola Bottling 
Group and the Pepsi Cola Distributors, Inc. 
With pending Petition for Review dated 31 January 2009 {G.R. No. 
185800) under Rule 45 filed by RP before the Supreme Court on the 
denial by the Sandiganbayan of its Motion for Judgment on the 
=f Pleadings or for Summary Judgment for lack of merit. Still pending. 
30. 0033-H RP vs. Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. eta. AL RE: BEHEST LOANS Subdivided The defendants in this case are Cojuangco, Jr. and 13 other individual 
Defendants: Eduardo M. Cojuangco, Jr. AND CONTRACTS Complaint defendants who are being held liable for the following behest 
Ferdinand E. Marcos Mar. 7, 1995 sale/loans contracts: 


(a) DBP loan accommodation in the amount of P603,343,470.00 for the 
use and benefit of the Northern Cement Corporation, a corporation 
beneficially held and controlled by defendant Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. 
despite manifestly inadequate collaterals and under terms and 
conditions grossly disadvantageous to the DBP, Plaintiff and the 
Filipino people. 


(b) acquisition of plant, machineries and facilities of Alpha Integrated 
textile Mills, Inc., a DBP foreclosed asset, in favor of Southern Textile 
Mills, Inc. a corporation beneficially held and controlled by defendant 
Eduardo M. Cojuangco, Jr. under terms and conditions grossly 
disadvantageous to DBP, Plaintiff and the Filipino people. 


(c) loans and credits in the amount of P70 million from Philippie 
Tourism Authority in favor of the Holiday Villages Philippines, Inc. and 
Coral island Resort and Development Corporation, a corporation 
beneficially held and controlled by defendants Manuel (Manda) 
Elizalde, Jr, Jose D. Aspiras, and Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. to finance a 
village resort complex project_at San Juan, Batangas which never 
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| materialized. 


GR No. 23117. 


The Motion to Dismiss filed by ECJ was denied by the Sandiganbayan 
in a Resolution promulgated on 21 June 2013 finding no basis in ECJ’s 
assertion that plaintiff has no cause of action against him. 


On the other hand, the Motion to Dismiss filed by A. Reyes and R.P.v's 
motion for reconsideration on the dropping as defendant of Sen. Juan 
Ponce Enrile and Bernardo Vergara have yet to be considered. 


ECJ filed a Motion to Dismiss dated 30 April 2015 on the alleged 
ground that his right to speedy disposition of the case has been 
violated. RP’s Opposition was filed on 18 May 2015. ECJ filed a Reply 
dated 29 May 2015. Ina Joint Resolution promulgated on 18 April 2017, 
the Sandiganbayan denied the Motion to Dismiss filed by ECJ in Civil 
Case Nos. 0033-B, 0033-D and 0033-H. 


Meanwhile, the SB promulgated a resolution on 17 April 2017 denying 
the Republic's Motion for Reconsideration of the Resolution dated 20 
December 2004 dropping the name of Juan Ponce Enrile as defendant in 
this case pursuant to Sec. 3 Rule 3 of the Revised Rules of Civil 
Procedure. The OSG filed a Motion for Extension of Time to File 
Petition dated 4 May 2017 for 30 days or until 8 June 2017. A Petition 
for Review on Certiorari dated 5 June 2017 was filed under docket No. 





31. 0034 


Ordered 
incorporated 
in this case: 
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RP vs. Roberto Benedicto, et al 
Defendants: Roberto Benedicto 
Zacacias Amante 

Jose Africa 

Rodolfo Arambulo 

Cynthia Cheong 

Roman Cruz, et al. 

| Don Ferry 

Exequiel Garcia 

Placido Mapa 
_| Estate of Ferdinand Marcos | 





<- 


Reconveyance, Reversion, 
Accounting and 
Damages 








July 31, 1987 
Amended 
August 20, 1987 
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Insofar as the remaining defendants not covered by the compromise 
agreement by and between RSB and the Republic or who did not enter a 
separate agreement with the Republic/PCGG are concerned, the 
Sandiganbayan issued a Resolution dated 8 January 2015 admitting 
RP’s Exhibits A to L andits sub-markings. 


Defendants Monzon, Olazo, Cheong, and Nograles filed a Request for 
Admission dated 31 March 2015 to which RP filed its Answer dated 4 
June 2015. Meanwhile, their Motion to Dismiss was denied by the 
Sandiganbayan on 9 September 2013. 











Ramon Monzon 
Ma. Luisa Nograles 
Generosa O lazo 
Rafael Sison 

Jose Tengco 
Leopoldo Vergara 
Cesar Zalamea 
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Separate trial was granted insofar as the Heirs of deceased defendant 


Roman Cruz are concerned. The Heirs are negotiating for a 
compromise settlement. 


On 1 April 2013, RP filed a Petition for Review under Rule 45 of the 
Rules of Court docketed as G.R. No. 205722 in view of the dropping as 
party defendants of Jose Africa or his legal heirs in SB Resolution dated 
4 February 2013 (which affirms its Resolution dated 21 March 1997). 
This was granted by the Supreme Court in a Decision promulgated on 
19 August 2015 which thereby effectively reinstated Jose L. Africa 
and/or his Legal Heirs as defendants in Civil Case No. 0034. The 
Africas filed a Motion for Reconsideration dated 16 November 2015. 


Trial is on-going for the remaining defendants. Maria Lourdes Magno, 
the OIC of the Library and Records division of PCGG, was subpoenaed 
to testify and produce 4 documents. The testimony of Ramon S. 
Monzon “was finally completed. Formal Offer of Evidence was filed on 
8 September 2017. 


Monzon and 3 other defendants who were his former assistants in the | 


Broadcast City, etc requested PCGG to drop them as defendants. 


Proceedings on the part of defendant Roman Cruz was suspended in 
the meantime to give the parties time to settle amicably. The Clerk of 
Court advised the parties to exert more effort to settle the case as the 
court is not inclined to further delay the prosecution of the case. 


COMMENT (RE: Formal Offer of Evidence dated September 8, 2017} 


dated Sept. 26, 2017 | 








32. 0035 





RP vs. Benjamin Romualdez, et al 
Defendants: Benjamin Romualdez 
Juliette Gomez-Romualdez 
Ferdinand Marcos (deceased) 
Imelda Marcos 

Conchita Romualdez- Yap 

Edon Yap 





Reconveyance, Reversion, 
Accounting and 
Damages 


July 31, 1987 
Amended 
August 20, 1987 
Second 

Nov. 5, 1987 





The Supreme Court affirmed the dismissal by the Sandiganbayan of the 
Third Amended Complaint against Palm Avenue Holding and Palm 
Avenue Realty and Development Corporation Palm Companies (G.R. 
No. 189771) on 20 January 2010 while that of Trans Middle East Equity 
(Phils) Equities TMEE (G.R. No. 192651 and 192653), on 15 September 
2010. 
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Francisco Tantuico 
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Delia Tantuico 
Eduardo Abelio 
Cleofe Villar- Versola 
Carlos Valdez 

Cesar C. Zalamea 
Jovencio F. Cinco 
Senen J. Gabaldon (deceased) 
Mamerto Nepomuceno 
Antonio H. Ozaeta 
Cesar E. A. Virata 
Isidro S. Rodriguez 
Juanito Remulla 
Domingo G. Ingco 
Jose S. Sandejas 

Ber J. Bernabe 

Jose V. Cruz, Jr. 

Jose P. Dans, Jr. 
Josefiel Cruz . 

Pedro G. Dumol 
Ricardo S. Abling 
Leonardo Gamboa 
Francisco Gatmaitan 
Jose C. Hernandez 
Virgilio C. Leynes’ 
Placido Mapa, Jr. 
Vicente Mills, Jr. 
Edilberto Narciso 
Evelyn J. Nicasio 
Zenaida Ocampo ( deceased) 
Rosario Olivares 
Josephine Ramirez 
Edgardo Regala 
Abelardo S. Termulo 
MauroYumang 

Josefa Cruz 

Masaru Kobori 








possession all its assets including the PCIB (now BDO) shares as it 
would be tantamount to lifting the sequestration order over them. 
Undaunted, TMEE filed in another case, G.R. No 180350, a Motion to 
Order the Return to Petitioner of all its Assets dated 8 August 2011 to 
which the Supreme Court deferred action as per Resolution dated 26 
September 2011. 


On the other hand, the Sandiganbayan, in a Resolution dated 3 
November 2010, ordered PCGG to release all the shares of stock and 
funds of Palm Companies in their custody. Execution thereof was later 
held in abeyance however per its Resolution dated 13 June 2011. 


pending consideration to this date. 


FPHC’s Motion for Reconsideration (on the denial of its Second 
Complaint-in-Intervention} was denied by the Sandiganbayan in a 
Resolution dated 8 January 2013. 


RP filed a Partial Compliance with Motion for Production and 
Inspection dated 30 April 2014 praying for the issuance of an order 
directing BDO to: (1) comply with the October 2007 Sandiganbayan 
Resolution, (2) produce and allow the inspection and reproduction of 
all documents and records, including certificates of stock issued 
pertaining to the subject shares, whether cancelled or not, all stock and 
cash dividends issued thereon and paid to TMEE by BDO, and the 
details of the transfer of shares (including those acquired via stock 
dividends thereon) and related transactions. _ In a Resolution 
promulgated on 15 September 2014, the Sandiganbayan denied said 
motion for production and inspection. According to the court, Section 
1, Rule 27 of the Rules of Court does not apply and cannot be enforced 
to TMEE as the dismissal of the action against the same had already 
attained finality and it ceaces to be party to Civil Case No. 0035. PCGG 
and PHEC filed their respective Motions for Reconsideration. The Heirs 
of B. Romualdez filed likewise a Motion for Partial Reconsideration. 
On 3 March 2015, the Sandiganbayan issued a Resolution denying the 
| Heirs’ Motion for partial Reconsideration. According to SB, while the 





TMEE’s dismissal as defendant, however, has not restored to its 


PCGG’s motion for reconsideration of the aforesaid resolution is | 
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Jose F .S. Bengzon, Jr. 
Jose Vicente E. Jimenez 


Amando V. Faustino, jr. 


Leonardo C. Cruz 
Eugenia J. Munoz 
Rex C. Drillo I 

Jose M. Montecon 
Kurt S. Bachman, Jr. 








T case against TMEE had been dismissed with finality, it must be stressed | 





that the SC in GR No. 180350 resolved to defer action on TMEE'’s 
Motion to Order ther Return to Petitioner of all its Assets dated 8 
August 2011; for the reason that while the SB stated in its 25 january 
2010 Decision that “PCIB shares came from legitimate sources, that 
isfrom loans obtained from private, not public institutions” the onus 
probandi still remains upon plaintiff to prove that the PCIB shares came 
from legitimate sources and are not part of the ill-gotten welath of def. 


Romualdez. 


RP’s Motion for Reconsideration (of the Decision promulgated on 
11 September 2014) was DENIED. 


On 15 August 2016 the Court promulgated a Resolution and 

ordered as follows: 

I. As regards the plaintiff's Motion to Declare Defendants in 
Default dated 5 Féb. 2016, plaintiff and defendants sought to be 
declared in default were ordered to appear before the Court on 
25 Aug. 2016 for clarificatory hearing for the purposes of the 


following: 
a. For the plaintiff to determine who are the defendants in the 
Third Amended Complaint; 


b. For the plaintiff to prove that valid service of summonses 
was made upon all the defendants; 

c. For the plaintiff to show proof that defendats Estate of 
Feridnand and Imelda Marcos are due to file their Answers; 

d. For the defendants to show proof that the case against them 
had been dismissed; or that they have pending incident 
before the SC or they have a Resolution of thei Court which 
warrants the suspension of the period within which to file 
an Answers or which affects the continuation of the 
proceedings in the instant case as far as they are concerned; 


2. Resolution on Plaintiff's Motion for Leave to Conduct Separate 
Trials dated 5 Feb. 2016 is held in abeyance, 





RP has complied with the Order. On a separate Resolution of the 
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| | Court promulgated 23 May 2016 where the Court granted the Motion | 
of Defendants Heirs of Benjamin Romuldez to suspend the filing of 
responsive pleading RP filed a Motion for Reconsideration which was 
denied in the Resolution promulgated 10 October 2016. RP elevated 
the case to the Supreme Court in a Petition for Certiorari with prayer 
for Issuance of a Temporary Restraining Order and/or Preliminary 
Injunction dated 12 December 2016 (G.R. No. 229065) where in the 
Resolution dated 15 February 2017 it required the respondents to file 
Comment within 10 days from notice. Respondent Benjamin 
Romualdez filed his Comment (with Prayer for the Dismissal of the 
Third Amended Complaint Against Private Respondents in Civil Case 
No. 0035 Pending Before the Sandiganbayan) dated 22 March 2017. A 
Motion For Leave of Court to File Attached Reply dated 4 April 2017 
was filed by the Republic. 


Pending resolution of the petition, RP filed a Manifestation and Motion 
to Suspend Inspection of Documents dated 10 January 2017. On the 
hearing dated 2 February 2017 the court granted the request of OSG for 
a period of 15 days within which to file a Comment/ Opposition to the 
Motion to Dismiss Third Amended Compliant filed by the Heirs of 
Benjamin Romualdez. On 15 February 2017, OSG filed a Reply dated 
9 February 2017. It also filed a Manifestation dated 21 February 2017 
adopting its Reply dated 9 February 2017 as its Opposition to 
| defendant Heirs of Benjamin Romualdez’s Motion to Dismiss the Third 
Amended Complaint. Heirs of Benjamin Romuladez filed a Rejoinder 
dated 25 August 2017. 


Defendants Edon Yap and Conchita Romualdez-Yap filed a Motion to 
Dismiss dated 30 April 2015 which WAS DENIED BY THE 
Sandiganbayan in a Resolution dated 1 December 2015 . 


Meanwhile in GR No. 173082 and GR No. 195795, the Supreme Court 
granted the Petition of Palm Companies which assailed the 
Sandiganbayan resolution denying the Palm Companies’ Motion for the 
lifting of the sequestration over them. The sequestration against the 
assets and properties of the Palm companies was thereby lifted. RP’s 
i | Motion for Reconsideration was thereafter denied in a Resolution | 























di: 


promulgated on 3 December 2014. 


For G.R. No. 180350, 205186, 222919 and 223237: 

Rejoinder Ad Cautelam (with Leave of Court) to FPHC’s Reply (Re: 
Comment With Leave of Court (on FPHC's Counter-Manifestation Ad 
Cautelam) dated 25 November 2014) dated October 30, 2017. 
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RP vs. Tomas Dumpit 


+— 


Petition for Forfeiture 


a 


July 30, 1987 


| 


Preliminary investigation of this case was conducted by then Prosecutor 
Benjamin Mayo, DOJ personnel detailed in PCGG. In an Order issued 
on 21 June 1990, the Memorandum to Dismiss filed by Dumpit was 
denied for Jack of merit. A Motion for Reconsideration thereof was 
subsequently filed by Dumpit. 


“Refer the case to the OMB for the proper conduct of preliminary 
investigation. 
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RP vs. Jolly Bugarin, et al 





+- 





Forfeiture 








ry 


In a Decision promulgated on 30 January 2602 by the Supreme Court in 
G.R. No. 102508 which became final and executory on 25 June 2004, the 
properties of then Director of NBI, the late Jolly Bugarin, acquired from 
1968 to 1980 which were disproportionate to his lawful income during 
the said period were ordered forfeited in favor of the government. 


The resolution of the Sandiganbayan implementing the above- 
mentioned Supreme Court decision was elevated before the Supreme 
Court in G.R. No. 174431. In the 6 August 2012 Decision in GR No. 
174431, the Supreme Court affirmed the SB Resolutions dated 3 April 
2006 and 30 August 2006. The Heirs of defendant Bugarin filed their MR 
on 18 September 2012 which was denied by the Supreme Court in a 
Resolution dated 22 October 2012. 


As said judgment had already been entered in the Books of Entries of 
Judgment, RP filed a Motion for Execution on 5 May 2013 which the 
Sandiganbayan granted in a Resolution dated 27 May 2013. 


Except for the club membership shares in Makati Sport Club and Manila 


| Polo Club, titles to the subject real properties have already been 
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transferred in the the name of the Republic of the Philippines. When | 
this case for forfeiture was finally determined, the Manila Polo Club 
membership share of Mr. Bugarin has delinquent monthly dues which 
is more than the fair market value of the shares itself. 


Thus, a manifestation is necessary informing the court of the 
circumstances and burden of the recovered asset, and ask the court to 
add another property (to be given by the AMD) of Bugarin to fully 
satisfy the judgment. 





35. 0053 


RP vs. Balbanero 





—- 


Forfeiture 


Oct. 11, 1988 


* 


+ 


T —— 





In a Decision promulgated on 23 May 2002, the Sandiganbayan 
forfeited in favor of the Republic the sum of P165, 043.00 or the 
equivalent thereof in property. Both petitioner and respondent filed 
their respective Motions for Reconsideration. Respondent Motion for 
Reconsideration was withdrawn by the Heirs of Balbanero and instead 
filed a motion to grant payment of judgment. Petitioner filed a 
Manifestation and Omnibus Motion on 28 February 2007, stating that 
payment of the P165,043.00 should not affect the pending Motion for 
Reconsideration and asked the Court to render guidance on the proper 
disposition of the check which is in the custody of the PCGG. Pending 
to this date. 





36. 0058 
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RP vs. Tuvera, et al. 








Restitution and Damages 





Dec. 9, 1988 





File a motion for early resolution. | 


In a Decision promulgated on 16 February 2007, the Supreme Court in 
GR No. 1481246 reversed the Sandiganbayan resolution granting 
defendant's demurrer to evidence, and thereby ordered Mr. Tuvera and 
Twin Peaks to pay the Republic P1,000,000 temperate damages and 
21,000,000 exemplary damages. 
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RP vs. Juan C.Tuvera, Victor Tuvera, 
Twin Peaks Dev't. Corporation, et al. 


Revival and Enforcement 


An action for the revival and enforcement of judgment was timely filed 
in August 2017 before the Sandiganbayan. 


ORDER dated Sept. 2017: Tentatively set on Nov. 10, 2017 at 130 pm 


Sheriff's Return dated Dec. 8, 2017 - Return the copy of the Summons 
dated Nov. 10, 2017 against Victor P. Tuvera address at Twin Peak 
Devt. Corp located at OMI Building Port Area Manila. Said OMI 
building was demolished for more than 5 years and there is new 
building being constructed named Marina Building owned by Phil. 
Ports Authority. NOT SERVED 
- Copy of Summons dated Nov. 10, 2017 against Katrina Polotan 
Tuvera Quimbo, Patricia Enrica Tuvera et al. is NOT SERVED | 
for the reason that there is no No. 3 at the given addregs 





Reconveyance, Reversion, 
Restitution and Damages 


Jan. 27, 1989 


With a pending Motion for Reconsideration filed by RP on 29 October 
2002 from the Sandiganbayan Resolution dated 30 July 2002 which 
ordered the case archived in view of the finality of the order lifting the 
writs of sequestration over some of Remulla’s properties. Move for the 
early resolution of MR. 
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37. 0062 Pa vs. J. Remulla 
| 
38. O141 RP vs. Imelda Marcos 





Dec, 17,1991 











This is a petition for filed in 1991 against the Estate/Heirs of FM and 
Imelda Marcos docketed as Civil Case No. 0141. Among the 
innumerable assets being recovered among are the secret Swiss deposits 
of the Marcoses, Arelma Funds, valuable jewelry and paintings. 


Swiss Deposits of 5 Marcos’ Foundations: 





RP filed a motion for summary judgment in March 2000 for the 
forfeiture of the Swiss deposits, which was granted by the 
Sandiganbayan in September 2000. This was reversed later by the 
Sandiganbayan upon reconsideration sought by the Marcoses. Thus, 
RP appealed the case before the Supreme Court under GR No. 152154. 


























| the time or specific day that all money or momies are released and/or | 





On 15 July 2003 the Supreme Court ordered the forfeiture in favor of the 
RP of the Swiss deposits in escrow at the Philippine National Bank 
(estimated at US$658,175,373.60 as of 31 January 2002). In said decision, 
the Supreme Court established that the only known lawful income of 
then President F. Marcos and Imelda Marcos from 1965 to 1986 was 
US$304,372.43. 


A portion of the forfeited funds invested by PNB with WestLB AG was 
the subject of an interpleader suit filed by the latter with the Singapore 
court. The High Court earlier ruled that PNB held legal title to the 
Funds as its depositor and original account holder with WestLB prior to 
the commencement of the interpleader proceedings. This ruling was 
affirmed by the Singapore Court of Appeal. According to the Court of 
Appeal, it has no legal basis to decline if PNB chooses to perform its 
obligations under the Escrow Agreements and release the Funds to RP 
pursuant to the Writ of Execution in Civil 0141, what PNB chooses to do 
in accordance with the governing law of the Escrow Agreements is not 
subject to its intervention. 


Thus, PCGG remitted to the National Treasury in February 2014 the 
WestLB funds consisting of 2917,787,835.07 and P397,237,719.46 which 
were turned over by the PNB to the PCGG as per the aforementioned 
Singapore CA ruling. 


Arelma Funds: 





In a Decision dated 25 April 2012, the Supreme Court affirmed the 
Sandiganbayan Decision promulgated on 12 April 2009 which ordered 
the forfeiture of all assets, investments, securities, properties, shares, 
interests and fund of Arelma, Inc. presently under management of 
and/or in.an account at the Merrill Lynch Asset Management, New 
York, USA, in the estimated aggregate amount of US$ 3, 369, 975.00 as 
of 1983, plus all interests and all other income that accrued thereon until 
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transferred to the possession of the Republic. 


In a Resolution promulgated on 8 August 2014, the Sandiganbayan 
granted PCGG’s Motion for Execution of Partial Summary Judgment 
dated 22 July 2014 in view of the finality of the SC Decision in G.R. Nos. 
189434 and 189505 and the recording thereof in the Book of Entries of 
Judgments. The court then issued the corresponding writs of execution 
upon the PNB, the escrow agent of the Arelma assets, and the 
defendants. 


The Sheriff and Security Division of the Sandiganbayan directed the 
PNB to: 


a. Turn over certificates/muniments of title such as the bearer 
certificates of stock of Arelma, S.A., Inc.; 

b. Render an accounting of all assets, securities, properties, 
investments, shares, interests, and funds of Arelma 
presently under the management and/or in an account at 
the Merrill Lynch Asset Management, NYC, USA, in the 
estimated amount of US$ 3,369,975. 00 as of 1983 plus all 
interest and all other income that accrued thereon, and 

undertake steps for its repatriation; 

c. Physically turn-over the same to the Republic. 


In response, the PNB informed the court that it is coordinating with 
PCGG insofar as the above-enumerated instructions are concerned; that 
the subject funds are currently under custodia legis by the NYC 
Department of Finance pursuant to a Petition for Writ of Execution and 
Turnover filed by Osqugama Swezey and Jose Duran (on their behalf 
and as representatives of the human rights victims) against Merrill 
Lynch, New York City Department of Finance, et al. with the New York 
Supreme Court (and with Bank of America as intervenors); that the 
balance of the funds as of 30 June 2012 is in the amount of US$ 
40,320,541.95 and PNB has yet to receive the updated balance. 


Also, the Estate/ Heirs of former President Ferdinand E. Marcos and 
Imelda R. Marcos were ordered to render an accounting of all assets, 


























investments, securities, properties, shares, interests, and funds of | 
Arelma ......- and to physically turnover the same to the Republic of 
the Philippines. F Marcos, Jr. replied that he is not in a position to 
comply with the said order. 


As the above-mentioned Arelma funds (approximately $40 Million) are 
currently held in the custody of the New York City Commissioner of 
Finance (formerly held at Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith, 
Incorporated) the United States, RP formally requested thereafter the 
assistance of the US Department of Justice (US DOJ) to enforce the 
aforesaid judgment pursuant to the Treaty Between the Government of 
the United States of America and the Republic of the Philippines on 
Mutual Legal Assistance in Criminal in Criminal Matters (the US- 
Philippines MLAT, November 13,1994). 


Pursuant to 28 U.S.C.§ 2467 (b) (2), the Assistant Attorney General for 
the Criminal Division of ; the US DOJ certified that the Republic's 
request for enforcement of’said Arelma judgment was in the interests of 
justice and thus, on 27 july 2016, filed an Application to register and 
enforce the same before the US District Court for the District of 
Columbia (Washington DC) docketed as Case No. 1:16-MC-01339-RJL. 


Pending to this date. 


Malacanang Collection of Jewelry: 





The Sandiganbayan, ina Resolution dated 11 June 2014, affirmed its 
Partial Summary Judgment promulgated on 13 January 2014 which 
declared as ill-gotten the Malacanang Collection of jewelry, and ordered 
the same forfeited in favor of RP. 


Thus, Imelda Romualdez Marcos and Irene Marcos Araneta elevated 
the case before the Supreme Court via Petition for Review dated 11 
August 2014 docketed as G.R. No. 213253. The Estate of Ferdinand E. 
Marcos (under GR No. 213027), represented by F. Marcos, jr, 











| manifested that it is adopting the Petition for Review filed by his co- 


























executor, Imelda Marcos. 


In a Decision promulgated 18 January 2017, the Supreme Court 
dismissed the appeal filed by the Marcoses and affirmed the Partial 
Summary Judgment rendered by the Sandiganbayan insofar as the 
Malacanang Jewelry Collection is concerned. A Motion for 
Reconsideration dated 28 February 2017 was filed by the Marcoses 
which was denied with finality in the Resolution dated 25 April 2017. 


Entry of Judgment dated 31 July 2017 has already been issued. 


Marcos’ Collection of Paintings 





In a Resolution dated 24 September 2014, the Sandiganbayan granted, 
upon RP’s motion, a Writ of Preliminary Attachment dated 29 
September 2014 against the said paintings which may be found in the 
following known places of residence or office of Imelda: 


1. Penthouse, One McKinley Place, 314 Avenue corner 26" 
Street, Bonifacio Global City 
2. 34-B Pacific Plaza Condominiums, Ayala Avenue, Makati 
City 
3. Room NB-218, House of Representatives of the Philippines, 
HOR Complex, Constitutional Hills, Quezon City 
4. Batac, Ilocos Norte 
5. Don Mariano Marcos Street corner P. Guevarra Street, San 
Juan, Metro Manila 
and such other places where they may be found, and for the attached 
paintings to be deposited with the BSP which shall serve as the 
custodian thereof. 


The Sheriffs were able to attach fifteen (15) paintings and which were 
initially deposited with the BSP. The paintings were transfered to the 
National Museum on 1 February 2015. 


The Estate/Heirs of FM and Imelda R. Marcos filed a Motion for 





Reconsideration thereof and Motion to Quash Writ of Preliminary | 
































Attachment dated 13 October 2014 which the Sandiganbayan denied. | 
in a Resolution dated 3 March 2015. Thereafter, the Marcoses filed a 
Petition for Certiorari before the Supreme Court dated 15 May 2015 
docketed as G.R. No. 217901. Ina Resolution dated 15 March 2017 the 
SC denied the Petition for Certiorari The Marcoses filed a Motion for 
Reconsideration dated 17 May 2017. 


On 4 March 2016, RP filed a Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
praying, among others, the forfeiture of the valuable works of art listed 
in Annexes A to C inclusive of the paintings seized from Vilma Bautista 
in NYC and the Water-Lily already sold in 2010. A Motion for 
Intervention dated 11 April 2016 was filed by Zenaida Mique and Hilda 
B. Narciso. RP filed Opposition . Upon Ex-Parte Motion for Early 
resolution dated 9 June 2016 filed by movants-intervenors, the Motion 
for Intervention is submitted for Resolution. 


On the otherhand, RP filed a consolidated Reply to the Opposititon 
filed by Estate of Ferdinand Marcos. It also moved to declare that 
Imelda Marcos right to file comment/ opposition be deemed waived. 


In the meantime, all records of this case was elevated to the Supreme 
Court in view of the appeal filed by the Marcoses on the Partial 
Summary Judgment rendered by the Supreme Court on the 
Malacanang Jewelry Collection. 


Still pending. Hearing dated Oct 2 and 4 are cancelled and reset on Jan. 
24, 2018 at 830 am. 


GR No. 217901 (IRM et al vs. RP et al.) - Resolution dated Sept. 11, 
2017 - Resolution dated Sept. 11, 2017 


The Court resolves to DENY with FINALITY petitioners 
motion for recnsideration of the Resolution dated March 15, 
2017 which dismissed the petition for certiorari & considering 
that the basic issues have already been passed upon and that 
there is no substantial argument to warrant a modication of the | 
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39. 0158 RP vs. Bataan Shipyard and Oct. 25, 1993 Consolidated with Civil Case No. 0010 
Engineering Co., Inc. (BASECO) et. al. 
Defendants: BASECO 
Phil. Dockyard Corp. 
BASECO Drydock and Construction 
Company. = + | | 
40. 0167 RP vs. Spouses Alfredo T. Romualdez Forfeiture Mar. 6, 1998 The denial of defendants’ Motion to Dismiss which reached the 
and Agnes Sison Romualdez et. al. Supreme Court became final and executory on 30 September 2010. 
Defendants: Alfredo T. Romualdez On 29 March 2012, the Sandiganbayan ordered defendants to file their 
Agnes Sison Romualdez answers to the original petition. RP filed an Omnibus Motion dated 30 
Romson Realty, Inc. April 2012 seeking to reconsider the aforesaid resolution, and to admit 
R & S Transport, Inc. its re-filed Supplemental Petition first filed on 21 December 2001. RP’s 
Fidelity Management, Inc. Supplemental Petition was admitted in a Resolution dated 14 August 
Dio Island Resort, Inc. 2013. This incident reached Supreme Court in a petition for certiorari 
filed by defendants which is docketed as GR No. 211644. This was 
eventually denied in a Resolution dated 21 April 2014. Said judgment 
was entered in the Books of Entries of Judgment. 
A Motion for Leave of Court to Amend Supplemental Petition dated 14 
October 2016 was filed by Petitioner/RP. The Court issued an Order 
dated 16 Oct. 2016 giving the respondents 10 days to file their 
Comment/ Opposition to the petitioner's motion. Respondent Alfredo 
Romualdez filed its Comment/Opposition dated 25 November 2016. 
The court in a resolution dated 28 November 2016, the Motion for Leave 
of Court to Amend Supplemental Petition and the 
Comment/Opposition is submitted for resolution. RP filed a motion 
for Extension of Time dated 10 January 2017 which was denied by the 
[i L | Court in the resolution dated 10 January 2017. RP filed a Motion for | 
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| Reconsideration with Motion to Admit Attached Reply dated 23 


January 2017 which was granted in the Order dated 1 February 2017. 
Defendants were given 10 days within which to file a rejoinder, 
thereafter the Motion for Leave to amend Supplemental Petition shall 
be resubmitted for resolution. Rejoinder dated 10 February 2017 was 
filed by defendant Alfredo Romualdez. 


In a resolution promulgated on 24 May 2017, the Sandiganbayan 
granted the Republics Motion for Leave of Court to Amend 
Supplemental Petition dated 14 October 2016, Robinsons Land Corp. 
therefore is impleaded as respondent. Defendant Alfredo Romualdez 
filed an untitled motion for partial reconsideration dated 20 June 2017. 
This was denied by the Sandiganbayan in a Resolution dated 31 August 
2017. 


The Summons issued to Fidelity Management, Inc. and Jesus Tapalar on 
3 July2017 is returned unserved per Return of Summons dated 12 July 
2017. The Alias Summons issued to Agnes S. Romualdez or’ 29, 2017 is 
returned unserved per Return of Summons dated 12 July 2017. The 
Summons issued to Romson Realty, Inc. on 3 July 2017 is returned 
unserved per Return of Summons dated 12 July 2017. 











RP vs. Ramon Quisumbing et. al. 
Defendants: Ramon Quisumbing 
Johnny M. Araneta 

Jaime A. Cura 

Angel C. Sepidoza 

Renato Paras 


~ nn 
—— 

41. Civil Case 

No. 0172 
— | 





Reconveyance, Recovery 
of Possession, Accounting 
and Damages 


Oct. 17, 1996 








This is a complaint filed on 17 October 1996 by PCGG and PJI before the 
Sandiganbayan against Atty. Quisumbing and the PCGG-appointed 
Philippine Journalist, Inc. (PJI) members of the Board, namely Mr. Cura, 
Johnny Araneta, Angel Sepidoza and Renato Paras, and docketed as 
Civil Case No. 0172 for the reconveyance of the real properties of PJI in 
Mabini, Batangas (which said PJI Directors sold to Atty. Quisumbing). 


Status: 
e The heirs of Angel Sepodiza were declared in default. 


Plaintiff formally offered its evidence on 10 November 2015. 
Considering that there are many pending incidents, the 24 January 2017 


į hearing is re-set to 16 February and 30 March 2017. 
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*In a Resolution promulgated on 6 February 2017, RP’s Urgent Motion 
to Disallow Taking of Deposition dated 22 December 2016 was granted. 
Defendant Ramon Quisumbing filed a Motion for Reconsideration (of 
Resolution dated 6 February 2017) dated 2 March 2017. Ina resolution 
promulgated on 20 April 2017, the court denied the aforesaid Motion 
for Reconsideration. 


-Quisumbing filed a Petition for Certiorari under Rule 65 before the 
Supreme Court dated 24 June 2017 docketed as GR No. 231112 to 
set aside Resolutions dated 6 February 2017 and 20 April 2017. 


-This was dismissed by the Supreme Court in a Resolution 
promulgated on 17 July 2017 for failure to sufficiently show that 
any grave abuse of discretion was committed by the appellate court 
in rendering the challenged resolutions. 


eA Manifestation and Motion to Quash dated 14 March 2017 was filed 
by DBP. Requests for issuance of subpoena duces tecum dated 11 
March 2017 addressed to the officers/employees of Privatization 
Management Office and DBP were filed by defendant Ramon 
Quisumbing. In a resolution promulgated on -22 March 2017 the 
Sandiganbayan granted the Motion to Quash Subpoena dated 10 March 
2017 filed by DBP. Quisumbing filed a Manifestation (Re Resolution 
dated 22 March 2017) dated 30 March 2017 reserving the right to 
request for the issuance of a Subpoena Ad Testificandum and Duces 
Tecum against DBP against DBP. l 


e The Republic through the PCGG and OSG filed an Urgent Motion to 
Disallow the Taking of Deposition of the officers and employees of the 
PMO and DBP dated 17 March 2017. Quisumbing filed his Opposition 
(to Urgent Motion to Disallow the Taking of Deposition) dated 29 
March 2017. In a resolution dated 2 June 2017, the Court granted 
plaintiff's Urgent Motion to Disallow Taking of Deposition dated 17 
March 2017. Quisumbing filed a motion for reconsideration dated 24 
June 2017. The Court denied said Motion for Reconsideration in a 
Resolution dated 18 September 2017. 
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The March 30 hearing is cancelled due to pendency of several incidents 
and re-set to 31 May and 8 June 2017 at 8:30 am. Quisumbing filed a 
Motion to Suspend Proceedings dated 25 May 2017. The hearing set on 
8 June 2017 was cancelled and re-set to 24 August 2017. Quisumbing 
filed a Compliance dated 2 June 2017 submitting a copy of settlement 
offer letter dated 8 May 2017 that he sent to PCGG. Ina Resolution 
dated 5 June 2017, the court noted and accepted the submission of the 
copy of the settlement offer letter as Compliance to the Order of the 
court dated 31 May 2017. The OSG filed its Comment to Defendant 
Ramon Quisumbing’s Motion to Suspend the Proceedings dated 9 June 
2017. Ina resolution dated 21 June 2017 the court granted the Motion to 
Suspend Proceedings to give the parties’ time to negotiate 
Quisumbing’s proposed amicable settlement. In the event that no 
amicable settlement is reached by 24 July 2017 the proceedings shall 
resume and defendant Quisumbing should be ready to present 
evidence. 


Undaunted, Atty. Quisumbing filed a Motion for Court Assistance re 
Settlement Negotiations dated 18 September 2017. 


Request for Issuance of Subpoena Duces Tecum dated Oct 25, 2017: 
Addressed to the officers/employees of Phil. Journalist Inc. requiring 
them to produce the original of the Appraisal Report dated Nov. 20, 
1991 and prepared by A.C. Doria Appraisal Co., Inc. 


The Court GRANTED defendant Quisumbing’s “Second Motion for 
Extension ( to Submit the Judicial Affidavit of Defendant Ramon J. 
Quisumbing) dated 23 October 2017. Defendant Quisumbing is granted 
a Non-Extendible Period of 15 days from 23 October 2017 or until Nov. 
7,2017 to submit def. Quisumbing’s Judicial Affidavit. 


Acting on plaintiff RP’s Motion for Extension of Time to File Comment 
{Re: Motion for Court Assistance Re: Settlement Negotiation dated Sept. 
28, 2017 and filed thru the OSG, is given a non-extendible period of 5 
days to file comment on def Quisumbing’s Motion for Court Assistance 
re: Settlement Negotiation. The Court DENIED Quisumbing’s Motion 
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for Court Assistance Re: Settlement Negotiations dated Sept. 18, 2017 


The cross-examination of Jaime A. Cura is reset on January 16 and 17, 
2018 at 830 am. 


Ramon J. Quisumbing filed a Judicial Affidvait dated November 7, 
2017. Motion for Extension (to submit the Judicial Affidavit of 
Defendant Ramon J. Quisumbing) dated October 13, 2017. On 
November 24, 2017, he filed a Supplement to Petition for Certiorari with 
Motion for Leave. 





42. 0173 








RP/PCGG vs. RTC, Tagaytay City, et al. 





Reconveyance 


a 
August 21, 1997 








Francisca Aguinaldo-Jacinto, Rodrigo O. Aguinaldo and Regina O. 
Aguinaldo filed their Joint Answer dated 8 April 2013. The Heirs of 
Manuel Maglabe namely Peregrina, Ramon and Christine Marie 
Maglabe filed a Motion to Admit Attached Answer dated 7 January 
2015 to which the court admitted in a Resolution dated 24 March 2015. 


MERALCO, Ramon Palanca, and Heirs of Manuel Maglabe filed their 
respective Pre-Trial Brief. 


In a Resolution dated 11 September 2015 service of summons by 
publication has been granted by the court to Teresa Osorio, Atty. Jose 
Igir, Jacobe Mabanag, Heirs of Rosa Gonzales and Heirs of Antonio 
Osorio, et al. 


SM Investment Corp. and Tagaytay Resort Development Corporation 
filed a Motion to Dismiss with Manifestation dated 23 November 
2015. 


In a Resolution dated 18 October 2016, the Court dismissed the case 
for failure to prosecute. The Republic filed a Motion for 
Reconsideration (Re: Resolution dated 18 October 2016) dated 3 
November 2016 before the Sandiganbayan. Respondents Heirs of 
Manuel Maglabe and SM Investments (SMIC) and Tagaytay Resort 
Development Corporation (TRDC) filed their comments thereon. The 


Republic in turn filed a Reply Ad Cautelam, dated 24 February 2017. _] 














iP SMIC and TRDC filed their Rejoinder to Plaintiffs 24 February 2017 | 


Reply dated 8 May 2017. The Rejoinder dated 9 May 2017 was filed 
by Maglabe. 


In a Resolution promulgated on 17 July 2017, the Sandiganbayan 
denied the Motion for Reconsideration (Re: Resolution dated 18 
October 2016) dated 3 November 2016. 


The Republic filed Petition for Review dated 31 August 2017 docketed 
as GR No. 232837. 





43. 0178 





RP vs. Andres Africa, et al. 





— 


Reconveyance, reversion, 
accounting and restitution 








Oct. 29, 1997 








— 
In compliance with the order of the Supreme Court in its decision dated 
28 August 2007 in G.R. No. 172315, the Sandiganbayan in its Resolution 
dated 28 August 2009 admitted the Republic's amended complaint to 
implead the heirs of Andres L. Africa and Rosario A. Songco and to 
properly summon Racquel S. Dinglasan and Evelyn A. Romero. 


On 30 June 2015, plaintiff filed a Motion for Issuance of Summons dated 
25 June 2015. An Order dated 10 July 2015 was issued by the court 
submitting plaintiff's motion for resolution. A Motion to Resolve dated 
16 May 2016 was filed by the plaintiff. An Order dated 3 June 2016 was 
issued taking note of the plaintiffs Motion to Resolve. 


Plaintiffs Motion for Issuance of Summons filed on June 30, 2015 
praying for the issuance to the new addresses of defs. Perla Africa, 
Rolando Africa, Ronaldo Africa, Enrico A. Songco, Rosanna S. Salak 
and Epifacio A. Songco, is GRANTED. 


Motion for Extension of Time to File Pleading dated Nov. 21, 2017 filed 
by Josefino D. M. Cualing Counsel for defs. Enrico A. Songco and 
Rosanna S. Salak and Raquel S. Dinglasan. SB granted grants a non- 
extendible period of 25 days the Motion for Extension of Time to File 
Pleading dated Nov. 21, 2017 filed by the defs. Songco et al 


Sheriff's Return dated Nov. 27, 2017 - Copy of the Summons address to 
Mrs. Angela N. Lobregat, and one addressed to Mr. Pablo Lobregat 





were returned to the Office of the Executive Clerk of Court JIL, Fourth 











ii 


Division was DULY SERVED 


PABC filed Comments/Proposed Amendments (To the Draft Pre-Trial 
Order) dated Dec. 11, 2017. 


Defendant Josephino D.M. Cualing filed a Motion for Extension pf Time 





44.0181 








RP vs. Traders Royal Bank 





Sum of money, 
reconveyance 


Dec. 9, 1997 





to File Appropriate Pleading dated Dec. 17, 2017. 
on of defendant's evidence is set on 21 September 2017. 


In a Resolution, the Sandiganbayan ordered the striking out of the 
testimonies of 3 RP’s witnesses whom defendant Bank of Commerce 
was not able to cross-examine. RP sought reconsideration thereof but 
was thereafter denied in a resolution promulgated on 25 March 2014. 
This was elevated to the Supreme Court on petition for certiorari 
docketed as GR No. 212436. 

In a Resolution dated 5 June 2017, the Sandiganbayan admits the 
plaintiff's documents marked as exhibits A to Z, AA to Ii, H-2 and H-3 
and JJ to MM. 


Defendant Bank of Commerce filed a Motion for Partial 
Reconsideration (of the Resolution Dated 5 June 2017) dated 29 June 
2017. 


ORDER dated October 27, 2017 : 

- TRB are given 10 days to comment on the Motion for Reconsideration 
(of the Reso dated Sept. 18, 2017) filed by the plaintiff. 

- Hearing reset on November 29, 2017 at 1:30 am 


Comment/ Opposition (to the Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration [of 
the Resolution dated September 18, 2017] dated Nov. 2, 2017. 


ORDER dated Nov. 29, 2017 - Hearing reset on July 16, 17, 30, 31 & 
August 1, 2018 at 830 am 





| Minutes held on Dec. 4, 2017 - The Court DENIED the Motion for 











preven prtornetenmaten, 
H 





Reconsideration (of the Resolution dated September 18, 2017) dated 
October 12, 2017 filed by the plaintiff 
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46. 0182 RP vs. Investa Corp. Ignacio de Berque Nullification of Contract n view of the Decision of the SC in GR No. 135466, the Sandiganbayan 
and Shares of Stock and ordered that summons be served upon all defendants. 
Damages with Prayer for 
TRO and Preliminary Alias Summons has been served to defendants MLI Realty and Dev. 
Injunction Inc. Luz Yap, Pompeyo Nolasco, and Nilo Pena. On the other hand, 
alias summons have not been successfully served upon Cenon 
Cervantes, Rodrigo Silverio, Ignacio Debuque, Rosol International, Inc. 
and Investa Corporation. 
Nilo Pena filed his Answer dated 7 October 2015. 
In the Order dated 3 June 2016, the Court directs the Executive Judge of 
the RTC of Bacolod City to cause the immediate implementation or 
service of the Alias summons of the court to defendant Leonardo 
l L Godinez and make a return within 10 days from service. 
47. 0186 RP vs. Atlas Textile and Dev't. Inc., et 





al. 


Recovery of ill-gotten 
wealth, damages 





Aug. 11, 2000 





i Hearing reset to Nov. 7, 2017 at 830 am with respect to the Motion for | 


RP filed a Motion to Dedare Defendants in Default dated 2 September 
2013 (Re: Justiniano Estrella, Spouses Peter Lim and Evelyn Lim, Jane 
Lim, Barbara Te, Remedios Lim and Atlas Textile Development, Inc.). 


Hearing of the case is on- going. Presentation of defense evidence set 
on 18 October 2017. 


Jose Tengco, Jr. was declared in default. He moved to reconsider the 
same on 29 May 2017 and was granted in a Resolution issued on 5 
September 2017. 


The Sandiganbayan denied the admission of Exhibit “1” for defendant 
Alicia Ll. Reyes for a mere photocopy. With the admission of defendant 
Reyes’s testimonial evidence, defendant Reyes is deemed to have rested 
her case. 
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Recon filed by the plaintiff Acting on MR (Re: Reso dated 9/5/17) 


dated 9/27/17 filed by RP thru OSG and set for hearing on Oct. 6, 2017, 
def Tengco is given 10 days from receipt of this Minute Reso to file his 
comment or objection thereto. 


Juliana N. Gamill filed her Judicial Affidavit dated Oct. 3, 2017. 


Comment/ Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration (Re: 
Resolution dated September 5, 2017) dated October 6, 2017 filed by 
Defendant Jose R. Tengco. 


Formal Offer of Evidence dated 11/ 10/2017 by defendant Jose R. 
Tengco, jr. 


After def. Jose R. Tengco Jr presented Juliana Nabie Gamilla, who 
testified on her Judicial Affidavait whcih served as her direct testimony. 
Upon motion of Atty Jurado, she is given 5 days from today to file a 
formal offer of evidence, furnishing a copy to the plaintiff's counsel, 
who is given 10 days to Comment and/or Oppose the same, after which 
the formal offer will be resolved by this Court. 


SB on the Minutes held on November 27, 2017: 

Plaintiff and the defendants Alicia Ll. Reyes and Jose R. Tengco Jr. are 
directed TO FILE THEIR RESPECTIVE Memorandum within 15 days 
from receipt of this Minute Resolution. Defendants who have not yet 
presented their evidence namely: Rafael A. Sison, Jane Lim, Gregory 
Lim and Feliciana Chua, they are DIRECTED to appear before the 
Court on January 11, 2018 at 830 am to present their evidence, FOR THE 
LAST TIME 





48. 08-CVL- 
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RP vs. Aerocom Investors & Managers, 
Inc. 


= 

Declaration of Nullity 

and/or Rescission of 
Contract 





-F 





February 5, 2008 


RP’s Petition for Review dated 10 March 2010 docketed as G.R. No. 
191038 on the dismissal of the case by the Sandiganbayan is pending 
consideration by the Supreme Court. 





| A Manifestation was filed by OSG on 28 June 2010 informing the SC 














i 


that ISM was declared in default in a Resolution dated 12 January 2009 
for its failure to file a responsive pleading which has attained finality, 
and thus, it could not file a comment anymore much Jess file extensions 
of time to file comment. 





In a Resolution dated 20 September 2010, the court granted the motion 
of respondent Aerocom Investors for leave to file attached counter- 
manifestation. Still pending. 
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52. RP vs. Estate of Ferdinand E. Marcos Declaration of Nullity of | 3 March 2010 Decided in favor of the government in a Decision dated 21 April 2014. 
10-CVL-0001 | and the Philippine Tourism Authority Lease Agreement The Estate of Marcos elevated the case before the Supreme Court 
docketed as GR NO. 212330. This case has been consolidated with the 
petition filed by the Estate docketed as GR No. 212612 assailing the 
Decision of the CA dated 26 September 2013 in CA GR SP No. 125766). 
£ | Consolidated Comment dated 15 December 2014 was filed by 
: OSG/PCGG to which the Estate filed a consolidated Reply dated 6 July 
| | 2015. Pending to this date. | 
53: RP vs. Benjamin Romualdez, Juliette Forfeiture and The Office of the Ombudsman filed with the Sandiganbayan a Petition 
11-CVL-11- Romualdez Unexplained Wealth with Verified Urgent Ex Parte Application for the 
0003 Under R.A. 1379 Issuance of a Writ of Preliminary Attachment filed by RP dated 1 June 
4th Div. 2011. The Motion to Dismiss dated 13 September 2011 filed by 
defendants is pending consideration by the Sandiganbayan. 
d Forfeiture > TFor filing by OSG 
54.OMB-C-C- | RP vs. Geronimo Velasco, et al. 
02-0031-A 
L Zl L _1 











— 





55. OMB-C — 
C-02-0029-A 


— 


RP vs. Carmencita Clavecilla 


J 


Forfeiture 


| For filing by OSG 


| 
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56 
MC12-6566 


RTC 


RP City Government of 
Mandaluyong City, Mayor Benjamin C. 
Abalos, Jr. Treasurer Crispina_ D. 
Espedido, City Assessor and Register of 
Deeds for Mandaluyong City. 


VS. 


Complaint for Declaration 
of Nullity of Real 
Property Tax Delinquency 
Sale, Cancellation of 
Certificate of Sale and 
Damages dated May 7, 
2012 : 


i 


In a Decision dated 7 November 2014, the RTC of Mandaluyong 
declared as null and void and without legal effect the levy, public 
auction and sale of Wack-Wack property in favor the City of 
Mandaluyong. It then ordered the City of Mandaluyong, City Mayor, 
Treasurer and City Assessor to issue the necessary certifications, 
clearances and documentation, and facilitate the registration of the 
transfers from PCGG and IRC in favor of DOTC for the 116 square 
meters, and to DDBS Advertising Unlimited, Inc. for the 2,012 square 
meters. 





Motion for Reconsideration/ New Trial was filed by defendant but was 
denied likewise by the court. Hence, the case was appealed before the 
Court of Appeals docketed as CA GR No. 105231. 


In a Decision promulgated on 13 February 2017, the Court of Appeals 
denied the appeal and affirmed the decision of RTC of Mandaluyong. 
In the Resolution dated 18 July 2017, the Motion for Reconsideration 
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57. MTC 
Makati City 
Case No. 
111370 


EG 
RP vs. Veronica Abordo 





— 


Unlawful Detainer 








22 January 2015 


| filed by the City of Mandaluyong is submitted for resolution. 


A Complaint for unlawful detainer was filed against Abordo in January 
2015 before the Regional Trial Court of Makati. Answer dated 10 March 
2015 was filed by Abordo. Her Pre-trial Brief dated 8 May 2015 has 
already been filed with the court. The case was referred for mediation. 
Judicial Dispute Resolution Proceeding was held on 10 Nov. 2016. A 
hearing for the pre-marking of documents was held on 1 Dec. 2016. 
Abordo filed a Manifestation of Amicable Settlement and. Very Urgent 
Motion to Re-set hearing dated 27 May 2017. Hearing set on 27 
September 2017. 








| 








ORDER dated Dec. 13, 2017 - Preliminary Conference set on February 
7, 2018 at 8:30 am 








— 
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58. Land | PCGG c/o Raul Fernandez vs. The Appeal En Consulta The Consulta filed by the PCGG before the Land Registration Authority 
ce. Register of Deeds for Manila l relative to the registrability of the Lis Pendens on Condominium 
aE eT Certificate of Title No. 11315, 11316 & 11317 under Entry No. 
002-2016- l 2016009185, registered under U.S. Automotive Co. Inc. is set for hearing 
000014 : 22 November 2016 on 15 August 2017 at 3:00 P.M. 

Respondent US Automotive filed a Verified Comment and Vehement 

Opposition (re: Appeal en Consulta dated November 2016) dated 7 

August 2017. 

t Related case: Civil Case No. 0002. 

59. Land | PCGG vs. The Register of Deeds of | Appeal En Consulta The Consulta filed by the PCGG before the Land Registration Authority 
Registration Tacloban City 2 May 2017 relative to the registrability of the Notice of Lis Pendens under EPED 
een No No. 2016002911 is set for hearing on 4 January 2018 at 2 pm. The PCGG 
122-2017- l is required to submit a memorandum on the date of the hearing. 
00002 


Related case: Civil Case No. 0002 


DEA penne 








60. Land | PCGG vs. The Register of Deeds for Appeal En Consulta The Appeal En Consulta filed by the PCGG before the Land 
oe Quezon City 2 November 2016 Registration Authority relative to the registrability of the Notice of Lis 
uthotity Pendens under EPED No. 2016031066 involving TCT RT-114371. 
| Consulta ue 


— 


























| 61. G.R. No. 
30498 
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Related case: Civil Case No. 0017 

PCGG vs. The Office of ek | Resolution dated July 26, 2017: 

Ombudsman and Gerard L. Rabonza 
„the Court GRANTED petitioners motion for extension of 15 days to 
file a petition for review on certiorari. 
-It appears 
that Atty Lentejas failed to file the intended petition for certiorari 

ie within the extended period which expired on April 16, 2017 
— 
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PCGG CRIMINAL CASES 
December 2017 





NO. 





CASE NO. CASE TITLE 


— 


—] 


Nature of the Case 


STATUS 








Crim. Case Nos. People of the Philippines vs. Imelda Marcos 
17287- 17291 
22867-22870 


19225 


_| 


—— 


Violation of Sec. 3 (h) of R.A. 3019 





| 


Crim. Case Nos. 92-107942 to 92- 
107944 
RTC Manila, Branch 26 


Imelda Marcos 


Violation of Section 4, Central Bank Circular 
No. 960, as amended, in relation to Section 
34 of Republic Act No. 265, as amended. 


_| 


| | 


The case is now submitted for decision. ! 


The parties have both completed presenting 
their respective evidence. Imelda filed her 
Formal Offer of Evidence on March 7, 2017. 





Pending. 





Crim. Case No. 14161 People vs. Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. 














Violation of R.A. 3019 





The Sandiganbayan, on 14 November 2003, 
declared as null and void the Information in 
the instant case and directed the PCGG to 
transmit the complaint and records of IS 13 to 
the proper investigating official for 
appropriate action. The prosecution elevated 
the case to the Supreme Court (G.R. No. 
160864/1608970) on Rule 45.b The SC 
promulgated on 16 Nov. 2016 a Decision 
denying the Petition filed by OSP on 23 
December 2003 and Petition for Review filed 
by the OSG on 27 January 2004. Ina resolution 
dated 29 March 2017, the Supreme Court 
denied with finality the Motion for 
Reconsideration. 








girrvemaysasteiton 





OMB-C-C-17-0235 
PCGG vs. 
Cojuangco, Jr. 


| | 


Eduardo 


Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. 


sli 


Violation of Republic Act No. 3019, as 


amended 





In the Order dated 12 July 2017, the Office of 
the Ombudsman required ECJ to file his 
counter-affidavit to contovert the accusation of 
the PCGG set forth in the Amended 
Information within 10 days from receipt. EC] 
filed a Motion for Additional Time to file 
Counter-Affidavit dated 26 July 2017 praying 
that PCGG be directed to furnish respondent 
clear and legible copy of Annexes “A” m "I2 
and give him 30 days from receipt thereof to 
file counter-affidavit. In the Order dated 31 
July 2017, the Ombudsman partially granted 
the Motion by directing PCGG to furnish clear 
and legible copy of the aforemenetioned 
annexes but gave only 15 days for the 
respondent to file counter-affidavit. 





ECJ filed his counter-affidavit in September 
2017. 


PCGG filed Reply-Affidavit on 29 September 
2017. 


SUBMISSION dated 10/19/17 : The attached 
Rejoinder-Affidavit of Respondent ECJ dated 
Oct 13, 2017 in response to teh Reply Affidavit 
of the PCGG dated Sept 29, 2017 





4. | G.R. No. 136506 


(OMB 0— 090-2808) 


RP vs. E.Cojuangco, Jr., Juan Ponce Enrile, 


Rolando de Cuesta, Jose Eleazar, Jose 


Concepcion, Danilo Ursua, Narciso Pineda, 


Augusto Orosa 











= 


— lL 











Petition for Certiorari assailing the 
dismissal by the Office of the 
Ombudsman of the complaint 


— 


Pending with the Supreme Court. 





E 








_ 
goal 









































[ 5 G.R. No. 131966 RP vs. Eduardo Cojuangco, Jr. Maria Clara | Petition for Certiorari filed by RP on the | in a Resolution dated 31 August 2005, the | 

Lobregat, Rolando dela Cuesta, Jose M. dismissal by the OMB of its complaint Supreme Court affirmed with modification its 
Concepcion, Jose R. Mendoza, Herminigildo for violation of RA 3019 . Decision dated 23 September 2002 which 
OMB-0-90-2811 Zayco, Emmanuel M. Alamdea, Amado granted RP’s petition and thereby directed the 
Mamuric, Douglas Lu YM, Jaime Gandiaga, Ombudsman to proceed with the preliminary 
Danilo Ursua, Narciso Pineda investigation of OMB-0-90-2811, and, to 
exclude respondents Teodoro D. Regala and 
Jose C. Concepcion as defendants therein. The 
complaint as against Lobregat was dismissed 

in view of her demise. 

i + | = 
6 GR No. 164068-69 R. De la Cuesta vs. SB and People of the In a Decision promulgated on 19 November 
166305-06 Republic 2013, the Supreme Court denied the petitions 
166487-88 PP vs. E Cojuangco, et al vs. for certiorari for lack of merit and affirmed the 
RP vs. SB, et al Resolution of the Sandiganbayan dated July 
Crim Case No. 22017 2004 which dismissed the cases against de la 
22018 Cuesta for lack of probable cause, and Dec. 15, 
2004 in Criminal Cases 22017 and 22018. The 
Court further denied GR No. 164068-69 on 
Í ground of mootness. OSG filéd a Motion for 
= E = 4 | Reconsideration. -_ i 
7. Crim. Case No. People vs. Mateo Caparas, Maximo Maceren | Criminal Case for Violation Section 3 | In the 11 March 2010 Decision in the said case, 
27813 (+), Zosimo Malabanan, Ismael Sanchez, (e) of Republic Act No. 3019, as | the Sandiganbayan acquitted Messrs 
Mario Galang, Benito Cuevo amended.. Malabanan, Sanchez and Cuevo but archived 
the case as against Messrs Caparas and Galang 
who are at large. OSG filed a motion for 
L mk . | ieee 
8. Crim. Case No. People vs. Andres Genito Violation of Republic Act No. 3019 In a Resolution dated 30 July 2013, the 
16235 Jr., Ludivina Sandiganbayan granted the Motion to Quash 
Leonardo, Raul Information in view of Andres Genito’s death. 
Genitoand It also archived the case on the ground that the 
Eliza Vargas other accused are at large without prejudice, 
Es La = 








however, on the part of the OSP to prosecute j 








pi cr co = co TIR. pon Se! N SOPE SD 
l uo | eee on te a, ee 
| T Tihe same as soon as the other accused are 
apprehended. Alias Warrant of arrest issued 
| _| ij | against the other defendants. 















9 Crim. Case Nos. 
28001- 28002 


People vs. Herminio Disini 


Violation of Article 212 of the Revised 
Penal Code in relation to Article 210 of 
the Revised Penal Code and Violation 
of Section 4 (a) of Republic Act No. 
3019. 







With pending Petitions for Certiorari (With 
Application for Issuance of TRO and Writ of 
PI) filed by Jesus Disini docketed as: (1) G.R. 
No. 174764 to annul SB Resolution in Crim. 
Case No. 28001-02 denying petitioner's Motion 
to Defer Marking and Identification of Defense 
Evidence and Defense’s Proposed Stipulation 
of Facts for having been issued in violation of 
his Constituional rights, and (2) G.R. No. 
169823 to annul the Resolution of SB denying 
his Motion to Quash. 


In the main case, a Resolution was 
promulgated on 21 September 2012 in 
connection with Rodolfo B. Jacob’s 


Manifestation and Compliance (Re: Resolution 
dated 25 June 2012) With Motion for Protective 
Order Under Section 16, Rule 23 of the Rules of 
Court dated 3 July 2012. The Sandiganbayan 
noted his manifestation to have his deposition 
upon written interrogatories taken before the 
Clerk of Court, and granted his prayer to be 
furnished a copy of the written interrogatories 
before the deposition-taking. 


H. Disini died very recently. 





10 | SB1I3-CRM-0597 





— 


Herminio Disini 
Jerry Orlina 

Jesus Disini 
Angelo Manahan 
Dominico Borja 
Alfredo M. Velayo 





Section 3(h) of RA 3019 











oa 


ae 





Violation of Section 4(b) in relation to | 


im a Resolution dated 18 June 2013, the | 
| Sandigabanbayan Fourth Division dismissed 
the case for lack of jurisidiction. OSP filed a 
Motion for Reconsideration dated 4 July 2013. 
Pending to this date. 











AL 


BE sal 





ror 





| 41. | Crim. Case No. 14750 ‘| Jesus Tanchanco | Malversation of Public Funds TOn September 16, 1991, the Office of the | 
Cesar Aquino Special Prosecutor ordered the PCGG to 
comment on the accused motion for 
reinvestigation after the Sandiganbayan 
referred this case back for review. 


Archived. 
| 
42. | OMB 0-91-0695 to 98, = = : 
GR No. 211599 Santos Pascual The PCGG filed a petition for certiorari before 
211621-23 the Supreme Court in view of the dismissal of 
PCGG vs. OMB, Santos Pascual the case against Santos Pascual by the 
Ombudsman in its Joint Resolution and Joint 
Order dated 18 July 2013 and 13 November 
_| 2013, respectively. Still pending. 
E E In a Resolution dated 13 October 2014 the 
13. | OMB C-C-12-0288-G Benito Estacio Violation of Section 3 (e) R.A. Ombudsman dismissed L. Quiogue’s 
complaint for violation Section 3(e) of RA 3019 
against respondent B. Estacio. Motion for 
Reconsideration thereof was filed by 
; complainant but was likewise denied in an 
* Order dated 10 March 2015. 








IRC Group filed a Petition for Certiorari with 
the Supreme Court docketed as GR No. 
918530. Still pending with the SC. 
— = — 
Eo | T 


MC12-14623 Gene Dela Cruz Estafa The continuation cross-examination of 
Mandaluyong RTC, Br. 213 People’s witness Luis Quiogue was held last 
September 27, 2017. Next hearing is on 22 
November 2017. Cynthia Pescador will be the 
next witness for the prosecution. 





ORDER dated Sept. 27, 2017 - continuation of 
the reception of prosecution’s evidence be 
af <i heard again on Nov. 22, 2017 at 830 am. =- 




















le 





15._| OMB-C-C-14-0160 -T Proceso Maligalig 





asa 





Gerard Rabonza 





K Violation of Section 3(e) of RA 3019 


| The Office of the Ombudsman dismissed the 
case against Gerard Rabonza and found 
probable cause against Maligalig in the 
Ombudsman Resolution dated 14 June 2016. 
Complainant's and Maligalig’s respective 
Partial Motion for Reconsideration were 
denied in the Order dated 6 December 2016. In 
the same Order, The Field Investigation Office 
of the Ombudsman was directed to conduct a 
fact-finding investigation on the allegation that 
the respondents committed falsifiaction in 
relation to the execution of the Contract of 
Lease (Second Contract) notarized in October 
2016. Maligalig elevated the case to the SC 
docketed as GR_No. 228975 in a petiton for 
review on certiorari under Rule 65 dated 
January 23, 2017. In a Resolution dated 13 
March 2017, the Supreme Court dismissed the 
petiton of Maligalig. Maligalig filed a Morion 
for Reconsideration 29 May 2017. 


a bee ci 





16. | OMB-C-C-13-0429 


Proceso Maligalig . 
Agustiniana Avelino 
Wilmar Lucero 

Jay Consunji © 

Rene Cruz 

Gloria Cortez 
Socorro Santos 





— 


Plunder 








The parties have already filed their respective 
pleadimgs the last of which was in September 
2014. 


Still pending before the Office of the 
Ombudsman. 





Eduardo Bringas filed a Verified Motion for 
Reconsideration dated Oct. 27, 2017. 


PCGG fied a Motion for Partial 
Reconsideration (Re: Resolution dated Sept. 8, 
2017) dated Nov. 9, 2017 











L 
17. | PCGG vs. Veronica A. Abordo 


7 





p Abordo 


Violation of BP 22 


= 








Pre-trial Conference set on 14 February 2017 | 
re-set to 9 May 2017. Re-set to 1 August 2017. 











| 


“T Re-set to September 8, 2017 at 8:30 a.m. 


ORDER dated Oct. 3, 2017 : In view of the 
ongoing settlement, set the case for the 
submission of the Affidavit of Desistance on 
Nov. 9, 2017 at 8:30 a.m. 


=A | 





18. 


OMB-C-C-05-0110-C 








19. 


CA-GR No. SP No. 133362 
CA-GR No. SP No. 133378 


— 





PCGG vs. Renato Tayag et. al. 


Renato Tayag 
Ismael Reinoso 
Generoso Tanseco 
Tirso Antiporda 


— 


Violation of RA 3019 


A Moton to Defer Filing of Information dated 
12 December 2016 was filed by Tirso 
Antiporda on the ground that the Supreme 
Court decision dated 24 February 2016 
directing the filing of Information against the 
respondents is not fina] and executory because 
he timely filed his Motion for Reconsideration 
dated 30 August 2017 before the Supreme 
Court.. Therafter, a Manifestation with Motion 
Reinveestigation dated 27 February 2017 was 
filed by Respondent Tirso Antiporda. Ina 
Joint Order dated 16 March 2017 the 
Ombudsman granted the Motion to Defer 
Filing of Information dated 12 December 2017. 
The Office of Specila Prosecutor upon filing of 
appropriate Information against the other 
respondents is directed to make a 
manifestation befor ethe Sandiganbayan that 
the filing of Information insofar as Antiporda 
is concerned is deferred. The manifestation 
with motion for Reinvestigation dated 27 
February 2017 is held in abeyance until the Sc 
reolves the Motion for Reconsideration. 
Antiporda is directed to inform the july within 
2 days from receipt of the SC’s Ordeof his 
Motion for Reconsideration of the Decsion 
| dated 24 February 2016. 





Concepcion Poblador 





| Violation of Art. 315 (1) (b) Estafa 


zal 








Philcomsat Holding Corp. Represented by Jose | 








Ma. Ozamis filed a estafa case against 


ad 


er ie 











PAREPA AN 




















Concepcion Poblador docketed as IS No. 08-B- | 
1665 before the Office of City prosecutor of 
Makati for unlawful cash reimbursements 
(P2,247,093.00) and advances (P14,500,000.00) 
in the total amount of P16,747,093.00. The 
Makati Prosecutors Office dismissed the 
complaint. In a resolution dated 9 Febraury 
2009. PHC filed a Petition for Review mwith 
the DOJ on 5 March 2009 which modified the 
resolution of the Makatiu Prosecutor’s Office 
and ordered the filing of Information for Estafa 
but only for the amount of P247,093.00 out of 
the  P2,247,093.00  reimnursements and 
declared that the P14,500,000.00 partook the 
nature of a loan. PHC then filed a Motion for 
Partial Reconsideration on 22 October 2012. 
Poblador. also filed a Motion for 
Reconsideration dated 22 October 2012. PHC 
Motion for Partial Reconsideration and 
Poblador’s MR were denied in a resolution 
dated 30 October 2017. PHC filed a petition 
for certiorari under rule 65 before“the Court of 
Appeals docketed as CA-GR SP No. 133378. 
Subsequently Poblador filed a slo a petition for 
certiorari docketed as CA-GR SP No. 133362. 





Still pending. 








Pending BEHEST LOANS CASES - December 2017 





- 


NO. 








CASE NO. 


yp 


NAME OF ACCOUNT 





OMB-0-96-0057 
GR NO. 136225 


AGRETONICS 
INCORPORATED 





CASE TITLE E LENDER E 
z 


STATUS 


— 





= 


Orlando Salvador vs. Rafael 
Sison, et al. 


PCGG vs. OMB, Jose G. 
Romualdez, et. al. 








DBP 





_—— 


Sometime in June 1996, the Presidential Ad-Hoc Fact-Finding 
Committee on Behest Loans, through its consultant Atty. Orlando L. 
Salvador, filed a complaint with the Ombudsman against the 
respondents Among the incorporators /principal officers of 
Agretonics, brothers Angel G. Romualdez and Jose G. Romualdez and 
Jose Manuel G. Romualdez and former DBP Members of the Board for 
violation of Section 3(e) and (g) of the Anti-Graft and Corrupt 
Practices Act.and as docketed as OMB 0-96-0057. The complaint 
alleged that: a) Agretonics was incorporated onSeptember 10, 
1980 with a paid-up capital of P1.25 million; b) that it applied for 
foreign currency loan on December 15, 1980in the amount of 
$2,866,667 (Equivalent to 221,500,000 @ $1.00:27.50) and was approved 
by DBP under B/R 286 dated December 29, 1980; c) that considering 
the date of loan application, December 15, 1980 and DBP approval 
on December 29, 1980 it shows that the extraordinary speed in the loan : 
approval, a mark of behest loan, d) a review of the release sheet on the 
$2,666,667 (P15,610,402.50) on February 1, 1981 disclosed that despite 
its noncompliance of the obligation to put-up under No. 7(d) of B/R 
296, the loan was released; e) it was undercapitalized upon approval 
in December 1980 under the debt-equity ratio of 94:6 considering that 
the amount of loan was P21.50 million against a paid-up capital 
of 21.25 million; f) that as of June 18, 1986 the date of its foreclosure, 
assets with an appraisal value of P13.88 million as against its total 
obligation of P154.97 million will show a collateral ration of 1210.07% 
instead of the normal banking standard equity remained unchanged 
to P2.0 million as of June 18, 1986 giving a Debt-Equity Ratio of 98:2.; 
g) among the incorporators/ principal officers of Agretonics, brothers 
Angel G. Romualdez and Jose G. Romualdez and Jose Manuel G. 
Romualdez who are closely identified with then President Marcos, 
being nephews of the former First Lady. 








owinmey 








E 





E EDA 





2 OMB-03-0271-D 
GR NO. 198366 


OSG Lawyers 


ASG Tomas M. 
Laragan 








Sol. Sonny Von 
| Ruaya 








ALFA INTEGRATED TEXTILE 
MILLS, INC. 


Victoria A. Avena vs. Cesar 
Zalamea, et. al. 














DBP 





In a Resolution dated August 18, 1998, then Ombudsman Aniano 
A. Desierto dismissed the complaint for lack of probable cause and 
prescription of the offense. This was elevated before the Supreme 
Court on Petition for Certiorari under Rule 65 under Docket No. GR. 


Thus, on April 23, 2008, the Supreme Court promulgated a Decision 
finding probable cause against respondents, and that the offense did 
not prescribe. According to the said Court, the findings of the 
Committee should be afforded great weight considering its 
membership and expertise in the field of banking which was formed 
precisely to determine the existence of behest loans. Also, the offense 
charged has not prescribed as the reckoning point for the prescriptive period 
of offenses in relation to R.A. No. 3019 is well-settled in the 1999 case 
of Presidential Ad Hoc Fact-Finding Committee on Behest Loans v. Hon. 
Desierto, should be computed from the date of discovery of the commission 
thereof and not from the day of the commission. In this case, the 10-year 
prescriptive period should be reckoned from the date of the discovery of the 
offense on June 14, 1996, date of filing of the complaint with respondent 
Ombudsman after an exhaustive investigation by petitioner Committee. 


Said judgment became final and executory on 14 July 2010 and was 
thereafter entered in the Book of Entries of Judgment. 

Respondent Jose Manuel G. Romualdez filed a motion to dismiss 
dated December 23, 2010. Complainant PCGG filed its 
Opposition/ Comment on February 7, 2011. 


On 12 March 2003, the PCGG filed a complaint for violation of RA 
3019 Section 3 (e) and (g) against the DBP officials and Officers of Alfa 
Integrated Textile Mills, Inc. Involving the behest loans account of said 
company. The complaint allege that the loans were granted by DBP in 
the aggregate amount of Php 173.4 Million and $32.6 Million to the 
said company were without sufficient collateral, and that it was 
undercapitalized and incurring continuous loses during the granting 
thereof. On 7 April 1986, DBP agreed to sell the fixed assets of Alfa 
valued at P462,323,000.00 to Cape Industries, Inc. (later renamed as 
Southern Textile Mills, Inc.) a company owned by E. Cojuangco, Jr, 
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o I T | but were actually dsold only for P100 Million. | 


After the submission of pleadings, the Ombudsman dismissed the 
complaint on 31 July 2006 and ruled that the charges against the public 
respondents have no leg to stand on. The Court found that the Board 
of Governors of the DBP did everything to protect the interest of the 
DBP and that the approvals of the loans/accomodations, the 
recommendation of the rehabilitation plan, and the sale of assets of 
Alfa to Cape Industries were made in the exercise of the Board's 
sound judgment and in strict compliance with exesting bank policies, 
rules and regulations. The presumptions of good faith and regularity 
in the performance of official functions accorded by law to the public 
respondents have not been overthrown by the complainant. And 
hence, the acts being complained of were done in the exercise of sound 
business judgment and in the honest belief that the interests of DBP 
were duly protected, hence, public respondents cannot be said to have 
acted with manifest partiality, evident bad faith or gross inexcusable 
negligence; there is likewise no showing that the they gave 
unwarranted benefit advantage and preference to AL, Cape Industries 
or any party; that complainant failed to prove that any party or even 
: the government itself suffered from undue injury as a consequence of 
i the actions of the public respondents. In the same light, the 
Ombudsman ruled also that there exists no reasonable ground to 
prosecute the public respondents for violation of Section 3(g) of RA 
3019. 











PCGG timely filed a motion for reconsideration but was denied on 21 
January 2011. Thus, it elevated the dismissal before the Supreme 
Court on Petition for Certiorari on 15 September 2011. 


Respondents Ramon Lee, Cesar Marcelo, Antonio DM Lacdao, Johnny 
Teng, Cesar Zalamea, Alicia Reyes, Joseph Edralin and the OMB filed 
their respective comments. PCGG filed its Consolidated Reply on 2 | 





























— a | May 2014. Pending to this date. 
3 OMB-0-97-0462 ARGONAUT MINERAL | PEGG vs. Bienvenido | AIDC/NIDC/ | Complaint filed on 5 March 1997, the PAHFFCBL through Atty. O. 


| l _| EXPLORATION, INC. Tantoco al. PNB | Salvador, with the OMB for violation of RA 3019 Section 3 (e) and (g) 














OMB-05-0236-F 
GR NO. 205038 
Administrative 
Case) 

OMB-05-0238-F 
(Criminal Case) 


OSG Lawyers 


ASG Marissa 
Macaraig Guillen 
Sol. Jayrous 
Villanueva 





— 


4 





ee 


SB CRIM. NO. 11- 
0262 
SB CRIM. NO. 11- 
0263 
SB CRIM. NO. 11- 
0264 


OSG Lawyers 


ASG Remegio Panga 





Sol. Pantas M. De 





BATONG 
MINES 


BUHAY 





Ea 


GOLD | PCGG vs. Jose De Ocampo, 
et. al. 























| violation of Section 3 (e) and (g) of the Anti-Graft Law, and | 


involving the behest loans account of Argonaut Mineral Exploration, 
Inc. Ina Resolution dated 10 July 1997, the OMB dismissed the case 
outrighily on the ground of prescription. This was elevated before 
the Supreme Court under GR No. 131965 but was dismissed on 
technicality dated February 11, 1998 (for failure to attach certified true 
copies of the questuioned OMB resolution and order). 


This was again re-filed on 19 March 2004. OMB dismissed the 
complaint on 30 August 2006 as it found no probable cause against 
respondents for the violation of the above-mentioned law, and that 
the offense has already prescribed. According to the OMB, 
complainant failed to present evidence that can prove bad faith, 
malice, partiality or gross negligence on the part of respondents. Also 
it declared that the ten-year period to file should be reckoned from the 
discovery of the offense, that is between the period from February 
1987 when PNB assigned the account of Argonaut to the National 
Government thru the DOF on 15 April 1993. 


PCGG filed a Petition for Certiorari before the Supreme Court on 21 
January 2013. The OMB and respondent Enrique Herbosa had already 
filed their comments on 3 May 2013 and 30 April 2013. Pending to 


this date. 
| 


In a resolution dated 31 August 2006, received by PCGG on 1 July 
2011, the Ombudsman ordered the filing of Information against Jose 
R. Tengco,Jr., Rafael Sison and John and Jane Does(other members of 
the Board of Batong Buhay), Don M. Ferry, Cesar D. Templo and John 
and Jane Does. Although Information had already been filed with the 
Sandiganbayan, motions for reconsideration were filed by Rafael 
Sison dated July 4, 2011, Jose R. Tengco dated July 2, 2011, Enrique M. 
Herbosa dated July 8, 2011, by Cesar D. Templo dated July 27, 2011 
with the Office of the Ombudsman. 





Ina Memorandum dated 19 June 2014, the OSP found that there is no 
probable cause to hold the above-mentioned accused for trial for 

















5 | OMB-05-0153-D 


OMB-0-97-0293 
GR NO. 189800 


OSG Lawyers 


ASG Marissa 
Macaraig-Guillen 


Sol. Jayrous 
Villanueva 








BICOLANDIA SUGAR DEV’T. 
CORP. 








==] 


PCGG vs. Victorino L. 
Ojeda, et. al. 























LL 


recommended that the Informations filed against them be withdrawn. 
Said recommendation was approved by the Ombudsman on 25 June 
2014. 


Thus, a Compliance and Motion to Withdraw Information dated 27 
June 2014 was filed by the OSP. 








PNB 
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The complaint for violation of RA 3019 was filed on 30 January 1997 
but was dismissed by the OMB on April 18, 1997 on the ground of 
prescription. This was elevated before the Supreme Court on 29 
September 1997 under GR NO. 130157 but the same was dismissed on 
12 November 1997 on the ground of technicality. 


This was re-filed on 28 January 2005 but OMB dismissed the case on 
23 June 2006 on the grounds of: (1) prescription, (2) the 
Memorandum Order No. 61 issued by President FVR which 
prescribed the criteria in determining a behest loan cannot be given 
retroactive effect, and (3) the individual or collective participation of 
provate respondents in the acts complained of was not shown so that 
there was no probable cause to indict. 


PCGG filed a Petition for Certiorari on 27 October 2009 docketed as 
GR No. 189800. Respondents Placido Mapa and Gerry Sicat filed their 
comments in 2010 and 2014, respectively. 


Ina Resolution dated March 17, 2010, the case was dismissed in so far 
as respondent Gilberto O. Teodoro in view of his death. Also, in a 
Resolution dated 6 April 2016, the SC noted OSG’s Manifestation 
dated 16, Feb. 2016 stating that defendant Teodoro P. De Vera 

s dead as evidenced by the attacehed death certificate. 


In a Resolution dated 20 July 2016 the SC noted the Notice of Death 
dated 22 April 2016 filed by the Office Secretary of respondent Atty. 
Mario D. Ortiz informing the Court of the demise of the latter on 31 





July 2015. 
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OMB-0-97-1911 
GR NO. 135703 
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PAHFFCBL’s Petition for Certiorari was granted with finality by the 
Supreme Court in a Decision promulgated on 15 April 2009, and the 
OMB Resolution dated 19 August 1998 was reversed and set aside. 
The Ombudsman was thereby ordered to file in the proper court the 
necessary information against respondents Conrado S. Reyes, Zosimo 
C. Malabanan, Jose R. Tengco, Jr., Verden C. Dangilan, Armando T. 
Romualdez, Vilma S. Romualdez, Juan L. Syquian, and Alfredo T. 
Romualdez. 


A Notice of Withdrawal as counsel of Alfredo Romualdez dated 4 
March 2011 was filed by Enrico Fernando to the office of the 
Ombudsman. _| 
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Syquio, Rafael Atayde, Honorio Poblador, Jr., George Scholey, Tirso 


‘the Ombudsman on 9 June 2010 which was granted by the SC in a 


A Petition for Certiorari was filed on 23 August 2010 by OSG docketed 
as GR. No. 193176 in view of the final dismissal of the complaint by 


Decision dated 24 Feb. 2016. 


In Compliance with the SC Decision, the Office of the Ombudsman 
issued the follwing orders: 


1. Dismissal of the complaint against public repsondents Renato tayag, 
Ismael Reinoso, Generoso Tanseco, Ruben Ancheta, Geronimo 
Velasco, Troadio Quiazon, Jr. And Panfilo Domimngo and private 
respondents Potenciano Ilusorio, carlos Inductivo and Teodoro 
Valencia in view of their deaths pursuant to Article 89 (1) of the RPC; 


2. Filing of two (2) Informations for violation of Secvtion 3 (e) of R.A. 
No. 3019 against privatye respondents Manuel Syquio, Rafael Atayde, 
Honorio poblador, Jr, George Scholey and Tirso Antiporda, Jr. In 
connection with PNB Board resolution No. 343 dated 9 feb. 1981 and 
PNB Board Resolution No. 488 dated 22 June 1981. 


3, Filing of three (3) Informations for violation of Section 3 (e) of 
Republic Act No. 3019 against public respondents Manuel morales, 
Fernando maramag, Gererdo sicat and private respondents Manuel 
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T Antiporda, Jr. In conection with PNB Board Resolution No. 548 dated 


16 July 1979, PNB Board Resolution No 618 dated 18 December 1981 
and PNB Board Resolution No 146 dated 1 March 1982. 


4. Filing of two (2) Informations for vioklation of Section 3 (g) of 
Republic Act No. 3019 against prtivate respondents manuel Syquio, 
Rafael Atayde, honorio Poblador, Jr., George Scholey and Tirso 
Antiporda, jr. In connection with Board Resolution No. 343 dated 9 
February 1981 and PNB Board Resolution No. 488 dated 22 June 1981; 


5. Filiung of three (3) Informations for violation of Section 3 (g) of R. 
A. No. 3019 against public respondents Manuel Morales, Fernando 
Maramag, Gerardo Sicat and private respiondents Manuel Syquio, 
Rafael Atayde, Honorio Poblador, Jr. In connection with PNB 
Resolution dated 548 dated 16 July 1979, ONB Boiard Resolution No. 
618 dated 18 December 1981and PNB Board Resolution No. 146 dated 
1 March 1982. 





Private respondent Tirso Antiporda, jr. Filed a Motion to defer Filing 
of Information dated 12 December 2016. 


Respondent Rafael Atayde filed a Motion to Defer Filing of 
Information dated 6 June 2017. 
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In a Decision promulgated on 26 March 2015, the Sandiganbayan 
found accused Leticia T. Teodoro, Marfina T. Singian and Gregorio 
Singian, Jr. guilty beyond reasonable doubt of violation of Section 3 (g) 
of RA 3019 and thereby sentenced to suffer the indeterminate penalty 
of imprisonment of six (6) years and one (1) month, as minimum, to 
ten (10) years as maximum, for each count. Ina Resolution dated 7 
October 2015, the court denied the Motions for Reconsideration filed 
by Leticia Teodoro, Marfina T. Singian and Gregorio Singian. 


In view thereof, G. Singian, filed a petition for review before the 
Supreme Court. 
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Meanwhile, the Sandiganbayan allowed Singian to post bail in the 
amount of P90,000.00 and allowed him to continue on provisional 
liberty during the pendency of his appeal. 


In a resolution dated 13 June 2017, the Sandiganbayan gave the 
prosecution a non-extendible period of 60 days from notice within 
which to establish the status and whereabouts of accused Tomas T. 
Teodoro and Constantino Bautista. Further, the cases are archived 


ay 


Complaint filed on 15 April 2003. OMB dismissed the complaint on 20 
June 2006 because there was no violation of RA 3019 as none of the 





three ways by which a prohibited act may be committed thru manifest 
evident bad faith and inexcusable negligence; and DBP’s 
decision to accept the offer of payment by CCI and Interwood was the 
more practicl recourse at the time, given the circumstances. 





Thus, PCGG filed a Petition for Certiorari on 6 May 2009. filed by 
PCGG on 6 May 2009 in view of the said dismissal. Comments were; 
filed by the OMB and R. Ongpin in Sept 2009, Private respondents’. 
Tancos, et al. In August 2009, ECJ, Concepcion Pernilla in 2012, 
Palileo, and Don Ferry in March 2016. PCGG through the OSG filed 








In a Resolution dated Sept. 27, 2005 (and received by the PCGG on 31 
March 2011, the Office of the Ombudsman’s Bureau of Investigation 
and Administrative Adjudication (PIAB-C) dismissed the criminal 
complaint filed by PCGG insofar as said Bureau is concerned but, 
however, recommended that the same be referred to the Field 
Investigation Office, OMB for fact-finding investigation. 


























With the dismissal by the Ombudsman of PCGG’s complaint for 
violation of RA 3019 on 24 August 2012, PCGG filed a petition for 
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certiorari with the Supreme Court on 12 May 2014 and is pending to 
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The Supreme Court in a Decision dated 13 April 2011 granted the 
Petition for Certiorari filed by PCGG. OMB is thus ordered to dismiss 
the Complaint against some defendants and the filing of Information 
as regards defendants Dimaporo, Dianalan, Herbosa and Sunga. 


In a Resolution dated February 25, 2013, the Supreme Court noted the 
compliance of OMB informing the court of its receipt of Entry of 
Judgment. 


OMB issued a Resolution dated July 30, 2013 (1) dismissing case 
against P. Domingo, Condrado Reyes, Mohammad Ali Dimaporo for 
being moot on the ground that their deaths extinguished their criminal 
liability, (2) referring the Complete records to the FIO for the conduct 
of further fact-finding investigation, and (3) holding in abeyance the 
resolution of the case against respondents Enrique M. Herbosa, 
Mohammad Ali Dimaporo, Abdullah Dimaporo and Ricardo E. Sunga 
pending the outcome of the fact-finding investigation. 


In a Joint resolution dated July 2, 2013, OMB found probable cause to 
indict public respondents Manuel Morales, Troadio Quizon Jr. in 
conspiracy with private respondents Rosita U. Alberto, Kaulayaw V. 
Faylon, Rolando Estacio, Rosalinda San Miguel, Jose U. Alberto TI, 
Rose Alma Adia, Rosita Alberto and Inocencio Ferrer. It ordered the 
before the Sandiganbayan of appropriate information for 
violation of of Section 3(e) in relation to 3(g) of Republic Act No. 3019. 


Information dated 23 July 2013 was filed before the Sandiganbayan 
accusing Morales, et al for violation of RA 3019. 


Accused Rosalinda San Miguel and Jose Alberto II filed its Motion for 
Preliminary Incestigation and Defer Further proceedings Pending 
Preliminary Investigation dated 14 March 2014 which was granted in a 
| Resolution promulgated on 8 Oct. 2014. The Office of Special | 
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and Jose Alberto I to file Counter-Affidavit. A Second Urgent Ex- 
Parte Motion for Extension of File to File Counter-Affidavit dated 19 


| prosecutor therefore issued an Order requiring Rosalinda San Miguel 
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Presidential Ad Hoc Fact 
Finding Committee on 
Behest Loans vs. Hon. 
Ombudsman, et. al. 





DBP 


Nov 2014 was filed by the said respondents. 


PCGC’s Petition for Certiorari (on the dismissal of the complaint) 
filed on 8 November 2010 was granted by the Supreme Court in a 
Decision promulgated on 21 October 2015. OMB was directed to issue 
the proper resolution indicting Don Ferry, et al. with violation of RA 
3019. 


An Order dated 8 January 2016 was issued by the Office of the 
Ombudsman indicting Den Ferry et. al. Private Respondents Rodolfo 
Cuenca and Manuel Tinio filed an Urgent Motion for Reconsideration 
dated 20 January 2015 before the Office of Ombudsman which was 
granted because the Motion for Reconsideration of the 21 October 2015 
SC Decision is still pending. 
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In a Decision dated November 28, 2007, the Petition for Certiorari 
filed by PCGG was granted and the Office of the Ombudsman was 
ordered by the Supreme Court to evaluate the merits of the 
complaint. Entered and/or recorded in the Book of Entries of 
Judgments. 
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The complaint was filed in 2003. On 29 June 2006, the OMB dismissed 
the complaint finding no cogent basis for declring a finding of 
probable cause as the evidence on hand and the circumstances do not 
support such kind of pronouncement. 


Thus, Petition for Certiorari was filed by PCGG on 13 March 2012. In 
compliance with the order of the SC, the PCGG thorugh the OSG filed 
a Consolidated Reply dated 22 July 2014. In a resolution dated 1 June 
2016, the SC resolved to dispense with the comment of respondents 
Benjamin and Anita Sandoval. 
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Resolution dated August 9, 2017 

- NOTE and GRANT the OSG’ manifestations and motion for 
an extension of 30 days to submit the required addresses of 
respondents Rolando M. Zosa, Tan Seong Kok, Francisco Tan, and 
Inocente Lu 

- NOTE OSG’s partial compliance w/ the Reso dated Dec. 7, 
2016, submitting the letter of Atty Narvadez reporting the address of 
Rolando Zosa et al and GRANT its prayer that it be given additional 
10 days to submit ther equired address of respondent Tan Seng Kok 

- NOTE the OSG’s compliance w/ the Reso dated Dec. 7, 2016 
submitting the letter of Atty Narvadez reporting the address of Tan 
Seng Kok 





With pending Petition for Certiorari filed before the Supreme Court on 
24 March 2011 (docketed as G.R. No. 195962) in view of the dismissal 
by the Ombudsman of PCGG's criminal complaint for violation of 
Section 3(e) and (g) of RA 3019. 


On 10 March 2014, the SC noted the letter dated 23 January 2014 of 
Atty Leilani Cabras, Assistant Ombudsman, General Administrative 
Office transmitting the original record of this case. 





With pending petition for certiorari with the Supreme Court docketed 
as G.R. 187794 filed on 19 May 2009 on the dismissal of the complaint 
by the Ombudsman for insufficiency of evidence. 


In the meantime, one of the respondents, Vicente T. Paterno, died on 
21 November 2014. 
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BP/PNB___| With pending Petition for Certiorari filed by PCGG on 15 August 2011 
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People of the Philippines 
vs. Panfilo Domingo, et.al | 
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On 14 November 2016, the SC noted the OSG’s undated Compliance 
with Resolution dated 14 January 2015 regarding the last known 
address of respondents Crisostomo Castillo, rafael Sison as well as the 
verification from the NSO on the death of rspondent Jose de Ocampo 
yielded negative result. In aResolution dated 31July 2017, the Supreme 
Court in a Resolution dated 





Complaint was filed on 3 August 2003. On 14 September 2006, the 
OMB dismissed the complaint for lack of probable cause. The OMB 
found that respondents Dangilan, Castel and Mapa innocdent of the 
charges. It also found that the loans were sufficiently collateralized at 
the time the same were approved, records is devoid of evidence to 
show that the Panlilios and Enriqueges were known cronies of FM and 
that there was no showing that FM actovely intervened in the grant of 
loans, PCGG failed to adduce or substantiate evidence as to the 
manner which respondents used corporate layering when DBP’s 
equity in Silahis was sold to Hotel Properties, Inc., and that SIHI met 
the required debt-equity ratio, among others. Also, according to the 
OMB, the complainants make no allegations with respect to the 
criteria of deviation of use of loan proceeds from the purpose 
intended, extraordinary speed in the release of loan. 


Thus, Petition for Certiorari was filed by PCGG with the Supreme 
Court on 18 February 2012. Still pending. 
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In a Decision promulgated on 25 August 2015, the Sandiganbayan 
acquitted Arturo Q. Trinidad and Eduardo V. Apari for four counts of 
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| Violation of Section 3(e) of RA No. 3019 as their guilt has not been 
proven beyond reasonable doubt. 


In Resolution promulgated on 6 Oct. 2015, Court ordered to archived 
the case it appearing from the records that Conrado Reyes, Eduardo 
Rombio and Ma. Daisy Raquiza are at large notwithstanding the lapse 
of time since the Order of Arrest and Alias Order of Arrest were 
issued on 18 September 2000 and 11 July 2001. — 


With a pending Petition for Certiorari filed by PCGG on 7 January 
2011 in view of the dismissal with finality by the Ombudsman of its 
criminal complaint against respondents on 29 December 2006. 
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LIST OF CASES FILED AGAINST PCGG 


As of December 2017 
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l CASE NO. TITLE | NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 
Ei This is a complaint fied on 5 May 1988 by the stockholders Oriental 
Petroleum and Minerals Corporation (OPMC), et al against the PCGG, APT, 
the PCGG-nominees to the OPMC Board, RCBC, et al. assailing the validity 
Declaration of Nullity of PCGG Deed of | of the sequestration of OPMC shares of IRC, Mid-Pasig Land Development 
Sale, Sequestration Orders, Prayer For | Corporation, Performance Investment Corporation and Piedras Petroleum 
1. 0041 Oriental Petroleum vs. PCGG Issuance of Temporary Restraining Order | Company, Inc., and the sale of the 999 Million OPMC shares to the Ultrana 
and/or Preliminary Injunction and Minerals Corporation. 
Appointment of Receiver, with Damages 
Plaintiff filed their own Notice of Dismissal dated 27 July 1988 which was 
granted by the Sandiganbayan in a Minute Resolution dated 28 July 1988. 
+ k {_ | without prejudice under Section 1 Rule 17 ok t the Rules of Court. | 
i After the dismissal of Civil Case No. 0041, ‘this complaint was filed on July | 
29, 1988. The antecedent facts of the case as alleged by the plaintiffs are as 
follows: 
In the year 1970, former President Marcos through Star Management 
Corporation a company controlled by the family of Vincent Recto by 
unlawful exercise of power acquired subscription rights to one (1) 
Writ of PI/TRO enjoining PCGG, RCBC sae Class “B” shares of Oriental without consideration. In 1971, Star 
from causing of effecting recording or anagement sold one (1) million shares it was holding for Marcos 
Oriental Petroleum vs. PCGG Pitt & 8 8 leaving a balance of 999 million. When Recto was elected a delegate to 
2. 0042 Vientos PCGG registering the sale and transfer of the 999 the 197 nor i z 
ivien Locsin vs. Sa f e 1 Constitutional Convention, he made arrangements through 
million shares from PCGG to Barcelon- ; . i as 
Ultrana Group. the instruction of Marcos to transfer the 999 million shares to Ultrana 
Minerals Corp. without consideration. In 1986, Marcos summoned the 
top officials of Oriental and directed the transfer of the 999 million 
shares from Ultrana to Independent Realty Corp. (800 million shares) 
and to Vincent Recto (199 million shares). 
On the basis of the affidavit executed by Jose Y. Campos (executed on 
March 21, 1986 where Campos admitted that the Performance 
| al pe eile Investment Corporation, Independent Realty Corp., Mid-Pasig Land | 

















TITLE 


NATURE OF THE CASE 


STATUS 








o] 
= NO. 


+ 








T Dev’t Corp. in whose names the 2,002,230,000 shares of stocks in | 





Orienta] were listed were incorporated by him and his nominal 
associates and held by him in bust for Ferdinand Marcos), the PCGG 
issued a sequestration order dated April 10, 1986 addressed to Orientai 
covering the shares of stock held by and/or listed under the names of 
Independent Realty, Performance Investment, Mid-Pasig, Vincent 
Recto and Fabian Ver. Oriental itself was not sequestered. On April 14, 
1986 PCGG also sequestered the shares of stock listed in the name of 
Piedras Petroleum Corp. In the annual stockholders meeting held on 
April 30, 1986, PCGG voted the sequestered shares and was able to 
have elected 7 of its nominees out of 11-man Board team who were top 
officials of Ultrana namely defendants Rev. Emeterio Barcelon, S.J., 
Amparo Barcelon, Guillermo Pablo, Antonio Caguiat, Eduardo 
Hernandez, Ramon Pedrosa and Jaime Ledesma known as “Barcelon- 
Ultrana Group”. 


On August 13, 1986, a deed of sale was executed whereby PCGG sold 
and transferred to the Barcelon-Ultrana Group all the rights, title and 
interest to the subscription to the 999 million shares of Oriental at 
PO.01 per share. 


Plaintiffs questioned the validity of the sale on the basis that the PCGG 
failed to file within the prescribed period (August 2, 1986) any action 
covering the sequestered shares therefore under Art. XVII Sec. 26 of the 
constitution the sequestration orders dated April 10 and 14, 1986 were 
automatically lifted. Hence, PCGG can no longer exercise its voting rights 
necessary to approve the transfer of the 999 million shares. 


On June 21 1989, the court rendered a resolution denying the prayer for 
preliminary Injunction. 


Plaintiffs then filed a Motion to Admit Amended Complaint but the same 
was denied in a Resolution dated March 21, 1990 on the basis that an 
Answer has been filed and the proposed amended complaints seeks “to 
allege additional facts in order to supply the missing or committed data 














CASE NO. TITLE 


NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 
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issuance of the writ of preliminary injunction” and the alteration in the 
prepared amended complaint are such that the statement of the wrong done 
has been substantially altered ...” . The Motion for Reconsideration was also 
denied in a Resolution dated May 12, 1998. 


Plaintiffs elevated the case to the Supreme Court on a petition for review on 
certiorari which dismissed the petition for Jack of merit in a Resolution 
dated August 9, 2007. In the same resolution, the SC also dismissed the case 
against respondent Eduardo Hernandez on the findings that he had no 
participation in the execution of the contract of sale between PCGG and the 
Barcelon-Ultrana Group. The case against respondents Valeriano Fugoso 
and Antonio Caguiat was also dismissed as both had already passed away. 


Meanwhile, PCGG filed a third party claim against Oriental, Robert Coyuito 
(for being one of the major participants in the Barcelon-Ulirana Group) and 
RCBC (for being the stock and transfer agent of Oriental) alleging that the 
sale of 999 million shares to the Barcelon-Ultrana Group was fraudulent and 
therefore null and void. The third party complaint was dismissed in a 
Resolution dated Dec. 23 (sic), 1998 on the basis that the claim raised by the 
third-party plaintiff. PCGG, against the third-party defendants is 
independent of or did not arise out of the same transaction on which the 
plaintiffs’ (Vivien Locsin et. al.) daim is based in the main complaint. 
PCGG filed a Motion for Reconsideration which was denied in a Resolution 
promulgated on Oct. 4, 2000. 


Pending to this date. 


| which omission had resulted in the denial of the court of the petition for the 





3. 0043 Polygon Investors & Managers Vs. 


Writ of PI/TRO enjoining PCGG from Consolidated with Civil Case No. 0009 
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l 5. 0045 | Jose L. Africa, Manuel H. Nieto and 





Restraining Order. 
Writ of PI/TRO enjoining PCGG zani 





Consolidated with Civil Case No. 0009 
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CASE NO. TITLE NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 
Rafael Valdez vs. Eduardo M. implementing Writ of sequestration T 
l Villanueva and PCGG 
ai am 
|] Injunction and Damages w / Prayer for 
6. 0046 Premier Bldg. vs. PCGG Temporary Restraining Order w/ Consolidated with Civil Case No. 0009 
Preliminary Injunction 
= I T e T 
7. 0047 J. Africa vs. PCGG Dismissed 
8. 0048 J. Africa vs. E. Villanueva | Injunction w/ a prayer for a Writ of Dismissed 
Preliminary Injunction/ TRO 
F | T 
Injunction and Damages with prayer for a Dismissed 
9. 0049 Premier Bldg. vs. PCGG Writ of Preliminary Injunction and/or 
Temporary Restraining Order 
l= 
7 “| 
40. 0050 J. Africa, et al. ye M. Gutierrez. et Dismissed 
|- i T + 
41. 0051 J. Africa, et al. vs. R. Desuasido, et | Mandamus with Prayer for a Writ of Pending 
i al. Preliminary Mandatory Injunction Consolidated with Civil Case No. 0009 
$ Ea a 
12. 0052 PJAC vs. Ramon Diaz seiorn and. P jampin Wo pentaan Aor Dismissed 
preliminary injunction 
L je 4 — 
13. 0054 Lucio Tan, et al. vs. PCGG easiness ane prepuce My pennon for Dismissed 
preliminary injunction 
E ‘injuncti Reconv f proper 7 
V. Panganiban, V. Campa & A/F Jun oe See > property wy PER 
14. 0055 vs. RP, GTEB application for preliminary injunction Dismissed 
id | and/or restraining order 
fa mge peel ae 
45 Anthony Lee vs. PCGG | Dismissed 
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16. 0059 








Kalawakan Resorts, et al. vs. PCGG 
& UCPB 








Prohibition with Prayer for Writ of 
Preliminary Injunction and/or TRO 





“| Petitioners sought to prohibit respondents from terminating the time | 


deposits maintained in UCPB, from encashing and transferring the proceeds 
to the Nationa] Treasury. 


Background: 


On the basis of 9 April 1986, then PCGG Commissioner Raul Daza issued 
Search and Seizure Order dated 9 and 10 April 1986, PCGG seized 40 boxes 
of documents including 27 Certificates of Time Deposit (CTDs) owned by 
nine corporations, namely Kalawakan Resorts, Inc., Habagat Realty 
Development, Inc., Labayug Air Terminals, Inc., Punong Bayan Housing 
Development Corp., Pura Electric Company, Inc., Ocean Side Maritime 
Enterprises, Inc., Spade One Resorts Corp. from the Room 509 and 511 Araza 
Building, Makati Avenue, Makati. 

On 13 December 1988, said corporations filed with the Sandiganbayan Civil 
Case No. 0059 against PCGG and UCPB for Prohibition with Prayer for 
Writ of Preliminary Injunction and/or TRO. They prayed among others that 
a writ of prohibition ber issued prohibiting PCGG and UCPB from 
terminating or causing the termination of the deposits, from encashing or 
causing the encashment thereof, from transferring or causing the transfer of 
the proceeds to the National Treasury or otherwise performing any other act 
which in any manner interferes with their (9 corporations) rights over the 
Time Deposits; and an order commanding PCGG and UCP to deliver to 
them the CTDs. 


In an Order dated 4 April 1989, the Sandiganbayan issued an Order 
granting PCGG’s motion to deposit in escrow the 9 Managers Checks 
amounting to P397,890.95 with the PNB. Accordingly, said amount was 
deposited in PNB Ortigas Branch. This time, the deposit is now covered by 
CTD No. 010337-C dated 18 April 1989 in the name of PCGG in trust for RP. 





After trial of the case, the Sandiganbayan rendered its Decision on 27 
| November 1990 in favor of the aforesaid corporations on the - ground of 











it 





CASE NO. 
Es 


TITLE 








NATURE OF THE CASE 





STATUS 




















invalid sequestration and sequestration automatically lifted for non-filing of 


corresponding action, and thus, it ordered the return of the said CTDs to 
them. Notice of judgment was then served upon the OSG on 29 November 
1990. Six days later, OSG filed with the Sandiganbayan Withdrawal of 
Appearance with Reservation withdrawing as counsel of PCGG in Civil 
Case No. 0059 ( and in all other cases). 


On 04 January 1991, the Sandiganbayan issued an Order to enforce its 
Decision, thus the issuance of a writ of execution. As a recourse, PCGG, now 
represented by its external counsel, filed on 19 March 1991 a verified Petition 
for Relief From Judgment With Motion to Reconsider Order of Execution 
and to Quash the Writ of Execution was filed by PCGG, but was denied by 
the Sandiganbayan. This was denied by the Sandiganbayan in a Resolution 
promulgated on 22 May 1991. 

Thus, PCGG elevated the denial thereof before the Supreme Court on 23 July 
1991 via Petition for Certiorari under Rule 65 and docketed as GR No. 
400733. In a Decision promulgated on 18 June 1992, the Supreme Court 
granted PCGG's petition and was given a period of 15 days from the finality 
thereof to perfect its appeal from the 27 November 1990 Sandiganbayan 
judgment. 


Meanwhile, the PCGG delivered to the Sheriff's Office, as per Sheriff's 
Report dated 11 October 1991, one (1) Manager’s Check amounting to P555, 
657.71 (drawn in the name of Sandiganbayan hence deposited with the SB 
Cashier under OR 4292986 dated 10 October 1991) as total proceeds of then 
Manager’s Check deposited in escrow with the PNB Ortigas Branch 
including interests earned, and twenty six (26) UCPB Certificates of Time 
Deposit in the total amount of P1,706,963. Both petitioners and PCGG were 
ordered to advise/inform the Court where the 26 CTDs be deposited. 


In a Resolution dated 16 April 1993, the Clerk of Court was directed to 
deposit the PNB MC in the amount of P555,657.71 in a Time Deposit 
Account with the UCPB in the corporations’ name for a period of 90 days 


| with instructions for automatic renewal pending further orders of the court. 
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Sandiganbayan with proper instructions or representation to UCPB that 
upon maturity, it shall be renewed for a period of 90 days with automatic 
renawal thereafter until otherwise ordered by the court. 


A petition for Review was thereafter filed by PCGG with Prayer for WPI 
which was docketed as GR No. 106765. This was granted by the Supreme 
Court in a Decision dated 23 January 1995 thereby nullifying and setting 
aside the 27 November 1990 Decision of the Sandiganbayan. 


In a Resolution dated 8 March 1999, the Clerk of Court was directed to 
withdraw the acoount covered by UCPB CTD No. 2010523 for transfer to a 
time deposit account with Landbank Intramuros Branch for a period of 90 
days with automatic renewal of principal and interest until otherwise 
ordered by the court. 


On September 40, 1999, another Resolution was issued by the 
Sandiganbayan for the withdrawal of Account No. 0013-0102-50 covered by 
CTD No. 607109 at Landbank Intramuros for transfer to Landbank COA 
Branch for a period of 90 days with automatic renewal of principal and 
interest until otherwise ordered by the court. 


In a Manifestation dated 11 June 2004, the Cashier of the Sandiganbayan 
manifested among others that the initial time deposit of P555,657.71 was as 
of that date already P1,020,531.70, and thus, recommended that the same be 
to a high yeild savings account which was granted by the court in a 
Resolution dated 26 October 2004. 


It is to be noted that the corporations who owned the subject funds were 
impleaded in the Third Amended Complaint of 1994 in Civil Case No. 0033, 
and later when subdivided in 1995, included as defendant in 0033-F. These 
corporations, among others, are believed to be ill-gotten wealth of the EC] 
who is a principal defendant in all subdivided complaints of Civil Case No. 
0033. All the complaints contain allegations regarding the assets illegally 





— 
ct to the 26 CTDs, it was ordered to remain in custody of the 





acquired by ECJ which are listed in Annex A of the Third Amended 
cg y.: 
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CASE NO. TITLE NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 
| M Complaint. These include the shares of stock held by ECJ in his name (and 
L | | thru his dummies) in said cor orations. =| 
Prohibition, Mandamus and damages w / 
E. Cojuangco, Jr. vs. PCGG prayer for a writ of preliminary injunction Consolidated with Civil Case No. 0033 
17, 0060 3 
iz and/or TRO 
pee = 
Traders Holding & Mktg. vs. Prohibition, Mandamus w/ prayer for a : AoA 
ase i PCGG Dutch Boy Phils. writ of preliminary injunction and/or TRO Consolidated with Civil Case No. 0071 
al a 
B83-violation of P.D. No. 1883 and other ae 
19. 0063 Go Pok vs. PCGG related laws Dismissed 
{i Te > al a i 
20. 0064 “Glorious Fashion Consolidated with Civil Gase No. 0002 
H + l- |- 
21.0066. | R. Ongpin vs. PCGG & R. Federico Certiorari/Prohibition w/ TRO and/or Dismissed 
Preliminary Injunction 
ho 3 T 
22. 0067 E. Cojuangco vs. PCGG & UCPB | Prohibition and mandamus Dismissed 
r Prohibiti / f f | 
> LEPE rohibition w/ prayer for merit o PE 
2 
23. 0068 Filsov Shipping Co., Inc. vs. PCGG preliminary injunction an d/or TRO Dismissed | 
be 
24, 0069 J. ai Roron Ts Sai Prohibition w/ preliminary injunction Dismissed 
Lianga Bay Logging 
i mel 
Traders Holding & Mktg. vs. aanu e pate . 
25. 0071 PCGC, Dutch Boy Quo warranto, prohibition/imjunction 
B | 
26. 0072 RSB vs. PCGG Dismissed 
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CASE NO. TITLE NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS | 
ES = 
| A | 
27. 0073 E. Cojuangco, Jr vs. PCGG Quo warranto Dismissed 
— i I l 
28. 0080 J.C. Lopez vs. PCGG Dismissed 
ee | E | 
29. 0081 AIF vs. PCGG Dismissed 
E T 5 
; ; ino at ae ape i Dismissed 
a 30. 0082 Advance Engineering vs. PCGG rto G.R.86450 
F a a 
31. 0083 e Eeti aii lt 
Phil. Daily Express vs. PCGG Petition for Certiorari and Prohibition w/ Dismissed 
| preliminary injunction 
Certiorari and Prohibition w/ Application 
32. 0084 R. Panlilio vs. PCGG for Temporary Restraining Order and/or Dismissed 
H 4 Writ of Preliminary Injunction en ech 
f Prohibition, Mandamus w/ prayer for a ; 
eevee | B Verano ye Pee writ of preliminary injunction and/or TRO AREEN 
Petition for Certiorari & Prohibition with | 7 
34. 0086 Interco vs. PCGG prayer for a writ of Preliminary Injunction Dismissed 
and TRO 
—t — ia 
35. 0087 Natividad Guiang vs. PCGG Petition for Mandamus Dismissed 
— ~ 5 : 
Certiorari and Prohibition w/ Application 
36. 0089 Phil. Inti. Corp. vs. PCGG for Temporary Restraining Order and/or Dismissed 
= Writ of Preliminary Injunction L 
j : ae | Certiorari, Prohibition and/or Mandamus : 
M. Bautista vs. Villarin ; ee ‘ : Archived 
| 37.0090 | with Preliminary Injunction 
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Consolidated 
with 


0147 








Ortigas & Co., Limited Partnership 
vs. PCGG, Asset Privatization 
Trust, Anchor Estate Corporation 
and Mid-Pasig Land Devt. Corp. 


Ricardo C. Silverio and in behalf of 
Anchor Estate Corporation vs. 
PCGG, Asset Privatization Trust, 
Mid-Pasig Land Development 
Corp. and Ortigas & Company 
Limited Partnership 


(Reported in IRC Case list) 





Annulment/ Declaration of Nullity of 
documents, deeds and titles, and recovery 
of possession, with PI. 


Reconveyance with Prayer to Return 
Possession of Payanig Properties 








vl, = ai E 
CASE NO. TITLE NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 
|o 
pe j 
' Prohibition, certiorari and mandamus w/ T 
38. 0091 R. Dela Cuesta vs. PCGG preliminary injunction and urgent prayer Dismissed 
for issuance of TRO |s | 
39. 0092 Ma. Clara Lobregat vs. PCGG ras and Prohibition w/ Preliminary Dismissed 
Injunction 
| l — 
Civil Case 0093: 


This is a complaint for annulment/declaration of nullity of documents, 
deeds and titles and recovery of possession over the 18.4 hectare (covered by 
TCT No. 337158 -16 hectares and TCT No. 469702 -2.4 hectares) Payanig 
Properties which were surrendered by Jose Y. Campos to the government. 
The basis of the complaint was that the threats of President Marcos on Don 
Paco Ortigas constituted intimidation which vitiated consent in the 
execution of the contract of sale (between Ortigas & Co. and Maharlika 
Estate Corp.) and the dictated price of P40 per sqm. was grossly 
unconscionable therefore the act of Jose Y. Campos of surrendering the 
property to the government is null and void because Mid Pasig Dev't. Corp. 
the corporate entity to which Marcos and Campos transferred the properties 
to had no valid right to acquire the same. 


The Motion for Summary Judgment filed by PCGG et al. was denied in a 
Resolution dated March 26, 2012. As PCGG’s motion for reconsideration 
was also denied for lack of merit, it elevated the case to the SC docketed as 
GR No. 204368. 


On Oct. 8, 2013 OCLP filed its own Motion for Summary Judgment but it 
was also denied by the Sandiganbayan on April 25, 2014. OCLP filed a 
Motion for Reconsideration and upon denial elevated the same to the SC on 
a petition for review on certiorari docketed as GR No. 214658. 


OCLP filed an Urgent Motion to Hold Sale of the Subject Properties in 
Abeyance dated June 26, 2015. Ina Resolution promulgated on July 20, 
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in November 2011 on the denial by the Sandiganbayan of its Motion for | 





eee 
2015, the court in its ruling cited it’s earlier Order dated April 20, 1990 
where the government made a representation that it “will not dispose of 
the properties that will in anyway be prejudicial to the alleged rights of 
the plaintiff” and Resolution dated April 18, 2011 stating that while 
cognizant that the Republic is the owner of subject properties and therefore 
is entitled to exercise its right of ownership over said properties, such right 
is subject “to the limitations set forth by the Court in its April 20, 1990 
order that the PCGG shall not dispose, sell or transfer the properties to 
third parties pending litigation of this case”. PCGG filed a Motion for 
Reconsideration which was denied on Oct. 12, 2015. A Petition for Review 
on Certiorari with prayer for issuance of TRO was filed by PCGG docketed 
as GR No. 221729. 





After the denial of the Motion for Summary Judgment on April 25, 2014, Pre- 
Trial was conducted and thereafter trial on the merits. On the April 17, 2017 
hearing the testimony of Atty. Ignacio Ortigas was terminated after his 
cross-examination. On April 18, 2017 the testimony of another OCLP 
witness was terminated. Thereafter, the court ordered OCLP to present the 
originals of the deeds of sale at the pre-con before the Clerk of Court on 
April 25, 2017. 


OCLP submitted a Revised Judicial Affidavit of Jose Antonio Evangelista II 
dated July 31, 2017. OCLP filed a motion to suspend Proceedings dated 3 
August 2017 based on the parties’ willingness the possibility of amicable 
settlement. Hearing re-set to 9 and 11 October 2017. 


Other pending incidents: 


1. G.R. No. 199053 (and G.R. No. 199058) filed by Ortigas and Company 
Limited Partnership’s (OCLP) on 8 November 2011 on the denial by the 
Sandiganbayan of its Application for Injunction and Receivership dated 31 
August 2007; 





2.G.R. No. 199031 filed by Blemp Commercial Philippines, Inc.’s (BLEMP) 
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Leave to File/Submit (Herein Attached) Intervention dated 8 June 2010; 
Civil Case No. 0147 


This stemmed from the same contract of sale over the Payanig properties 
between Ortigas & Co. and Maharlika Estate Corp. (previous name of 
Anchor Estate Corp.) The Campos Group owned 70% while the Silverio 
Group owned 30% of Anchor. It was the Campos Group which transferred 
the properties to Mid Pasig and Silverio claims that Anchor was never paid 
any value at all in consideration of the transfer and the transfer was without 
the approval of the Board of Anchor. 


The Motion for Summary Judgment filed by the Republic was granted in the 
same March 26, 2012 Resolution (denying RP’s Motion for Summary 
Judgment in CC No. 0093). The complaint filed by Silverio was dismissed 
for lack of merit. Resolution promulgated Sept. 10, 2012 denied Silverio’s 
Motion for Reconsideration for lack of merit. Silverio filed a Petition for 
Review on Certiorari docketed as GR No. 204604/204612. 


*All the above-mentioned petitions before the Supreme Court were 
consolidated as per Resolution dated 3 February 2013. Pending to this date. 


ORDER dated October 9, 2017 : Hearing reset on December 4,5 and 6, 2017 
all at 8:30 am. OCLP filed a Motion to Cancel the December 4, 5 and 6, 2017 
hearings dated November 29, 2017 


Constancia dated December 4, 2017: Hearing reset on Feb. 7, 2018 and every 
Wednesday thereafter at 8:30 am and 2:00 pm 
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41. 0094 CCAFI vs. PCGG Mandamus w/ Accounting and Dismissed 
Preliminary Injunction 
\_ |__ 
| Sinalay Trading ve PCCG Certorari, Prohibition & Injunction with This is a petition filed by petitioners to nullify the orders of sequestration 
42. 0095 paiay ere Prelimina Injunction or Restraining | involvin shares of stock in Maranao Hotels and Resort Corporation 
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[ora (to nullify the sequestration over (Century Park Sheraton Hotel 


On August 23, 1993, the Sandiganbayan rendered its Decision in Civil Case 
No. 0095 nullifying petitioners orders of sequestration of Sipalays shares of 
stock in Maranao Hotels & Resort Corporation; and in Civil Case No. 0100 
nullifying petitioners search and seizure order on Allied Banking 
Corporations documents. 

On appeal by PCGG, the Supreme Court, in its Decision promulgated on 29 
March 1996 in G.R. Nos. 112708-09, affirmed the Sandiganbayan judgment. 





This is a petition filed by petitioners to nullify the orders of eee 
involving shares of stock concerning shares of stock and aircraft of Allied 
Banking Corporation, 


On March 2, 2006, the Sandiganbayan promulgated its Joint Decision in the 
remaining four cases - Civil Cases Nos. 0096-0099 - declaring that the writs of 
sequestration issued by petitioner against respondents shares of stock are 
void and of no legal effect. In resolving Civil Cases Nos. 0096-0099, the 
Sandiganbayan held that the writs of sequestration were issued by petitioner 
without prima facie factual foundation that the properties covered are ill- 
gotten wealth. 


PCGG, upon the denial of its motion for reconsideration filed a petition for 
review under G.R. Nos. 173553-56. In a Decision promulgated on 7 
December 2007, the Supreme Court affirmed the judgment of the 
Sandiganbayan declaring that the subject sequestration orders are null 
and void. 
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CASE NO. TITLE NATURE OF THE CASE 
j 
—| 
Certiorari, Prohibition & Injanction with 
43. 0096 Lucio Tan vs. PCGG Preliminary Injunction or Restraining 
; Order 
L e e - 
Certiorari, Prohibition & Injunction with 
44, 0097 Lucio Tan vs. PCGG Preliminary Injunction or Restraining 
Order 
= — 


| This is a petition filed by petitioners to nullify the orders of ENET 


involving shares of stock involving shares of stock in Foremost Farms, Inc. 
alleging that respondent violated their right against deprivation of life, 
liberty or property without due process of law, and Section 26 Article XVII 
= the 1987 Constitution being that a sequestration or freeze order shall be 








issued only upon showing of a prima facie case 
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On March 2, 2006, the Sandiganbayan promulgated its Joint Decision in the | 


remaining four cases - Civil Cases Nos. 0096-0099 - declaring that the writs 
of sequestration issued by petitioner against respondents shares of stock are 
void and of no legal effect 


In resolving Civil Cases Nos. 0096-0099, the Sandiganbayan held that the 
writs of sequestration were issued by petitioner without prima facie factual 
foundation that the properties covered are ill-gotten wealth. 


PCGG, upon the denial of its motion for reconsideration filed a petition for 
review under G.R. Nos. 173553-56. In a Decision promulgated on 7 
December 2007, the Supreme Court affirmed the judgment of the 
Sandiganbayan declaring that the subject sequestration orders are null and 
void. 





45. 0098 


Lucio C. Tan, et al. v. PCGG 


Order 


Certiorari, Prohibition & Injunction with 
Preliminary Injunction or Restraining 


This is a petition filed by petitioners to nullify the orders of sequestration 
involving shares of stock involving the stock in Fortune Tobacco 
Corporation, 


On March 2, 2006, the Sandiganbayan promulgated its Joint Decision in the 
remaining four cases - Civil Cases Nos. 0096-0099 - declaring that the writs 
of sequestration issued by petitioner against respondents shares of stock are 
void and of no legal effect. 


In resolving Civil Cases Nos. 0096-0099, the Sandiganbayan held that the 
writs of sequestration were issued by petitioner without prima facie factual 
foundation that the properties covered are ill-gotten wealth. 


PCGG, upon the denial of its motion for reconsideration filed a petition for 
review under G.R. Nos. 173553-56. In a Decision promulgated on 7 
December 2007, the Supreme Court affirmed the judgment of the 
Sandiganbayan declaring that the subject sequestration orders are null and 
void. 














Lucio Tan vs. PCGG 








| Certiorari, Prohibition & Injunction with | This is a _petition filed by petitioners to nullify the orders of a 
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45. 0099 


Order 


Preliminary injunction or ral involving shares of stock Dismissed 


On March 2, 2006, the Sandiganbayan promulgated its Joint Decision in the 
remaining four cases - Civil Cases Nos. 0096-0099 - declaring that the writs 
of sequestration issued by petitioner against respondents shares of stock are 
void and of no legal effect. 

In resolving Civil Cases Nos. 9096-0099, the Sandiganbayan held that the 
writs of sequestration were issued by petitioner without prima facie factual 
foundation that the properties covered are ill-gotten wealth. 


PCGG, upon the denial of its motion for reconsideration filed a petition for 
review under G.R. Nos. 173553-56. In a Decision promulgated on 7 
December 2007, the Supreme Court affirmed the judgment of the 
Sandiganbayan declaring that the subject sequestration orders are null and 
void. à 





46. 0100 





Allied Bank vs. PCGG 


Prohibition with Preliminary Injunction or 
Restraining Order 








a oe 


This is a petition filed by petitioners to nullify the orders of sequestration 
involving the search and seizure order of the documents of Allied Banking 
Corporation. 


On August 23, 1993, the Sandiganbayan rendered its Decision in Civil Case 
No. 0095 nullifying petitioners orders of sequestration of Sipalays shares of 
stock in Maranao Hotels & Resort Corporation; and in Civil Case No. 0100 
nullifying petitioners search and seizure order on Allied Banking 
Corporations documents. 

On appeal by PCGG, the Supreme Court, in its Decision promulgated on 29 
March 1996 in G.R. Nos. 112708-09, affirmed the Sandiganbayan judgment. 
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47. 0101 





HE. Heacock Inc. vs. PCGG and 
Greenfil Corporation 


+ 


Lifting of sequestration and annul contract 
between PCGG and Greenfil 











This is a complaint dated Feb. 22, 1990 filed by Heacock Inc. against PCGG 
and Greenfil Corp. alleging that since PCGG failed to take the requisite 
judicial action against Heacock arising from the writ of sequestration issued 
against it within 6 months from the ratification of the 1987 Constitution, the 
writ should be deemed automatically lifted pursuant to Sec. 26 Article XVI 
of the 1987 Constitution. Further, Heacock claimed that PCGG’s cancellation 
of Heacock’s lease from the GSA and its act of contracting a new lease with 
Greenfil over the warehouse, despite Heacock’s having already entered into 
a lease arrangement with Inland, constituted abuse of authority being ultra 
vires. It prayed for the annulment of the writ of sequestration as well as the 
lease contract between PCGG and Creenfil and to order PCGG to vacate the 
warehouse and return its possession and deliver the rentals to Heacock. 
Later, Heacock filed an Urgent Motion to Compel PCGG to Pay Rentals to 
PPA and to Collect Interest from Greenfil contending that under the two- 
year lease contract between PCGG and Greenfil, it collected only P350,00 
annual rentals for the first year but neglected to collect any rentals for the 
second year. 





On Sept. 12, 1991, the Court issued a Resolution which (1) granted the lifting 
of sequestration of HE. Heacock (2) ordering the PCGG to turn over 
possession of the warehouse and its premises subject matter of the lease 
between plaintiff and the government within 10 days and (3) giving it 30 
days to submit a summary of all the sums collected from the Greenfil and 
the payments made thereon to the government as rentals and (4) thereby 
resolving the plaintiff's prayer for a preliminary mandatory injunction. 
PCGG moved to reconsider. 


In a Sandiganbayan Resolution dated September 13, 2004, PCGG’s Motion 
for Reconsideration was denied for lack of merit. On the other hand, 
Plaintiffs motion to compel PCGG to pay rentals to PPA was partially 
resolved to the effect that PCGG was ordered to turn over to PPA the 
P350,000 rentals it received from defendant Grenfil Corp. to be applied to 
the existing arrears on rentals demanded from plaintiff. PCGG filed a 
Motion to Defer Proceedings and filed a Petition for Review on Certiorari j 
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the Supreme Court denied PCGG’s petition and remanded the case to the 
Sandiganbayan. 


In a Resolution dated June 27, 2011, the Sandiganbayan required the PCGG 
to comply with the Resolution dated September 13, 2014 and to show proof 
of such compliance. PCGG submitted the proof of Compliance. In a 
Resolution dated Oct. 14, 2013, the Court notes the Compliance dated Sept. 
3, 2012 of PCGG. In view of such compliance and considering that there had. 
been no other matter raised by any of the parties, the case was considered 
terminated as final and executory. 


| 


under Rule 65 with the Supreme Court. In a Resolution dated Sept. 6, 2010, 





48. 0102 





r In the matter of the Petition for 





approval of Compromise 
Agreement and Amicable 
Settlement Involving Certain 
Corporations and Shares of Stock 
which are under Sequestration by 
the Republic of the Phils. Through 
the PCGG. 


United Coconut Planters Bank, 
Soriano Shares, Inc., ASC Investors, 
Inc., Roxas Shares, Inc., ARC 
Investors, Inc., AP Holdings, Inc., 
TODA Holdings, Inc., Fernandez 
Holdings, Inc., San Miguel Officers 
Corp, Inc., Te Deum Resources, 
Inc., Anglo Ventures Corp., First 
Meridian Devt., Inc., Rock Steel 
Resources, Inc., Randy Allied 
Ventures, Inc., Valhalla Properties 
Limited, Inc., Mt. Boribing 
Agricultural Commodities, Inc., 
Mt. Bulusan Agricultural 
Commodities, Inc., Lamitan Peak 





In the matter of the Compromise 
Agreement & Amicable Settlements 
involving certain corporations and shares 
of UCPB, et al. 





This case stemmed from an Agreement dated 26 March 1986 between the 14 


CIF Holding Companies (UCPB Group), as sellers, and Andres Soriano 
Soriano I of the SMC Group, as buyer, for the purchase, of 33,133,266 
shares of SMC stock in the amount of P3,313,326,600.00 ¿payable in 4 
installments. The first installment in the amount of P500 Million was paid 
by SMC Group on 1 April 1986. On7 April 1986, PCGG issued a writ of 
sequestration over the 33 Million shares of stock more or less of the Soriano 
Family acquired in a sale that transpired on 1 April 1986. 


On 20 and 22 March 1987, UCPB Group and the SMC Group entered into a 
Compromise Agreement and Amicable Settlement to settle the dispute over 
the sale of the CHIF shares. The parties agreed among others that: 


"31. The sale of the shares covered by and corresponding to 
the first installment of the 1986 Stock Purchase Agreement 
consisting of Five Million SMC Shares is hereby recognized by the 
parties as valid and effective as of 1 April 1986. Accordingly, said 
shares and all stock and cash dividends declared thereon after 1 
April 1986 shall pertain, and are hereby assigned, to SMC. x x x 


32. The First Installment Shares shall revert to the 
SMC treasury for dispersal pursuant to the SMC Stock Dispersal 
Plan attached as Annex "A-1" hereof. The parties are aware that 
these First Installment Shares shall be sold to raise funds at the 
soonest possible time for the expansion program of SMC. x x x 





i 





| 


ronwa 





CASE NO. 
E 











TITLE 


NATURE OF THE CASE 





í ; pa pee a p = — 38 
-~ 

STATUS 
aoe | 








Agricultural Commodities, inc., E 


Lamon Bay Agricultural 
Commodities, Inc., Mactan 
Agricultural Commodities, Inc., 
Malipayon Agricultural 
Commodities, Inc., Mandalangan 
Agricultural Commodities, Inc., 
Maopay Agricultural 
Commodities, Inc., Sharp Peak 
Agricultural Commodities, Inc., 
Mt. Tuayan Agricultural 
Commodities, Inc., San Miguel 
Corp., Neptunia Corp. Limited, 
Andres Soriano I and Anscor 
Hagedorn Securities, Inc. 








33. The sale of the shares covered by and corresponding to 
the second, third and fourth installments of the 1986 Stock 
Purchase Agreement is hereby rescinded effective 1 April 1986 
and deemed null and. void, and of no force and effect. Accordingly, 
all stock and cash dividends declared after 1 April 1986 
corresponding to the second, third and fourth installments shall 
pertain to CHF Holding Corporations. xxx" 


They likewise agreed to pay an "arbitration fee" of 5,500,000 SMC shares 
composed of 3,858,831 “A” shares and 1,641,169 “B” shares to 
the PCGG to be held in trust for the Comprehensive Agrarian Reform 
Program 





On 23 March 1990, SMC and UCPB Groups filed this Joint Petition for 
Approval éf Compromise Agreement and Amicable Settlement before the 
Sandiganbayan. 


On April 25, 1990, RP, the OSG, opposed said settlement. It contended that 
the involved coco-levy funds, whether in the form of earnings or dividends 
therefrom, or in the form of the value of liquidated corporate assets 
represented by all sequestered shares (like the value of assets 
sold/mortgaged to finance the P500M first installment), or in the form of 
cash, or, as in the case of subject "Settlement," in the form of “proceeds” of 
sale or of “payments” of certain alleged obligations are public funds. As 
public funds, the coco-levy funds, in any form or transformation, are beyond 
or "outside the commerce," and perforce not within the private disposition of 
private individuals. It prayed that the "Settlement" be stricken off the record 
or at most referred back to the PCGG for serious study and consideration, 
and that the Petition be consolidated with, or treated as a premature motion or 
incident in Civil Case No. 0033, and brought by improper parties. 


On June 18, 1990, the PCGG filed its Manifestation attaching a copy of the 
Resolution of the Commission en banc dated June 15, 1990. PCGG joined the 





OSG in praying that the Joint Petition for Approval of Compromise 
Agreement should be treated as an incident of Case No. 0033. It interposed 
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no objection, however, to the implementation of the Compromise Agreement 
subject to the incorporation certain conditions. 


On June 3, 1991, the Sandiganbayan issued the following Resolution: 


"It appearing that the sequestered character of the shares of stock 
subject of the instant petition for the approval of the compromise 
agreement, which are shares of stock in the San Miguel Corporation 
in the name of the CHF Corporations, is independent of the 
transaction involving the contracting parties in the Compromise 
Agreement between what may be labeled as the "SMC Group" and 
the "UCPB Group," and it appearing further that the said 
sequestered SMC shares of stock have not been physically seized nor 
taken over by the PCGG, so much so that the reversions 
contemplated in said Compromise Agreement are without prejudice 
to the perpetuation of the sequestration thereon, until such time as a 
judgment might be rendered on said sequestration (which issue is 
not before this Court as (sic) this time), and it appearing finally that 
the PCGG has not interposed any objection to the contractual 
resolution of the problems confronting the "SMC Group" and the 
"UCPB Group" to the extent that the sequestered character of the 
shares in question is not affected, this Court will await the pleasure 
of the Presidential Commission on Good Government before 
consideration of the Compromise Agreement is reinstated in the 
Court's calendar. 


While this is, in effect, a denial of the "UCPB Group's" Motion to set 
consideration of the Compromise Agreement herein, this denial is 
without prejudice to a reiteration of the motion or any other action 
by the parties should developments hereafter justify the same.” 


On 4 July 1991, the parties filed a Joint Manifestation of Implementation of 
Compromise Agreement and Amicable Settlement and Withdrawal of 
Petition dated 3 July 1991. PCGG manifested that it has no objection to the 
action taken by the petitioners and the UCPB Group 





On August 5, 1991, the Sandiganbayan issued an order requiring SMC to 
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deliver the certificates of stock representing the subject matter of the 


Compromise Agreement to the PCGG. 


On October 25, 1991, the Sandiganbayan issued another Resolution 
requiring SMC to deliver the 25.45 million SMC treasury shares to the 
PCGG. On March 18, 1992, it denied petitioners’ Motion for Reconsideration 
and further ordered SMC to pay dividends on the said treasury shares and 
to deliver them to the PCGG 


The above-mentioned resolutions were elevated by the SMC Group to the 
Supreme Court on petition for certiorari (G.R. No. 104637-38) but was 
dismissed on 14 September 2000. Motion for Reconsideration thereof was 
denied on 17 April 2001. f 


Meanwhile, On 27 June 2014, RP through OSG, filed in G.R. Nos. 177857-58, 
178193 and 180705 (Civil Case Nos. 0033-A and F), an Urgent Motion to 
Direct San Miguel Corporation (SMC) to Comply with the Final and 
Executory Resolutions dated October 24, 1991 and March 18, 1992 of the 
Sandiganbayan. 


E. Cojuangco, Jr. filed a Manifestation dated 21 July 2011. On the other 
hand, SMC, upon order, filed its Comment dated 29 March 2012. It contends 
among others that: (1) SC has no jurisdiction to act on TP’s said Motion as 
the subject resolutions had their origin in Civil Case No 102, (2) said 
resolutions are interlocutory orders which never became final and executory 
and has now become functus officio, (3) the SMC 25.45 million treasury 
shares are not part of the shares adjudicated in Civil Case No. 33-F and G.R. 
Nos. 177857-58, 178193 and 180705, (4) the Agreement of 26 March 1986 for 
the purchase of CHF Holding Companies’ 33,133,266 SMC shares by Andres 
Soriano for SMC/AHSL is a perfected contract (5) the effect of the 
Compromise Agreement and Amicable Settlement merely restored 
ownership of the Second to Fourth Installment shares from SMC to the 
UCPB Group, the First Installment shares, which are now Treasury shares, 
remained in the ownership of the SMC Group from 26 March 1986 to 
| present. 
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In October 2012, RP filed again an Urgent Motion to Direct San Miguel 
Corporation (SMC) to Comply with the Final and Executory Resolutions 
dated October 24, 1991 and March 18, 1992 of the Sandiganbayan filed on 
27 June 2011 in G.R. Nos. 177857-58, 178193 and 180705 is pending to this 
date. Said motion is reiterated in RP’s Manifestation and Omnibus Motion: 
1) To Amend the Resolution Promulgated on September 4, 2012 to Include 
the “Treasury Shares” Which are Part and Parcel of the 33,133,266 Coconut 
Industry Investment Fund (CIIF) Block of San Miguel Corporation (SMC) 
Shares as of 1983 Decreed by the Sandiganbayan and Sustained by the 
Honorable Court, As Owned by the Government, 2) To Direct San Miguel 
Corporation (SMC) to Comply with the Final and Executory Resolutions 
Dated October 24, 1991 and March 18, 1992 of the Sandiganbayan Which 
Were Affirmed by the Honorable Court in G.R. Nos. 104637-38 dated 12 
October 2012. 


This was denied in a Resolution dated 5 October 2016 RP’s above- 
mentioned Manifestation and Omnibus Motion....... dated 12 October 2012, 
the dispositive portion of which states as follows: 


“WHEREFORE, the Republic of the Philippines’ 
Manifestation and Omnibus Motion dated October 12, 2012 
is DENIED without prejudice to the right of respondent 
Republic to institute the appropriate action or _ proceeding 
where SMC's alleged right over the 25.45 million SMC 
treasury shares will be determined and finally resolved.” 

(Emphasis supplied) 














According to the Supreme Court, there was no mistake in the 
dispositive portion of the September 4, 2012 Resolution as the fallo was 
clarified precisely to reflect the present number of shares registered in the 
name of the CIF companies, and thus, the 5.5 million shares with the PCGG, 
and the 25.45 million shares with SMC, were no longer included therein: 











B - the court has not acquired jurisdiction over SMC since it is not a party 
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to Civil Case No. 0033-F, hence, the former has no power to order SMC 








to comply with any pronouncement made in the case involving, 
adversely at that, its property, thus, fair play dictates that parties are 
allowed to present their respective claims in a full-blown trial 
regarding the "sale" of the 25.45 million SMC shares for P500 million; 


-the SMC treasury shares and the PCGG arbitration shares were already 
registered under their own names by virtue of the Compromise 
Agreement between SMC and CHF companies which the PCGG 
approved, 


_ the retention and acquisition of the P500 million (the amount paid by 
SMC for the shares) is a flagrant and arbitrary deprivation of SMC's 
property which is a violation of the its due process right as PCGG has 
not intimated to return the same to SMG-while RP asks for the delivery 
and reconveyance of the 25.45 million shares; 


PCGG moved to reconsider said resolution but the same was denied in a 
Resolution dated 29 November 2016 the Supreme Court DENIED with 
finality the Motion for Reconsideration. f 





49. 0103 


T 





———| 


Dismissed - 





50. 0104 








Phil. Daily Express vs. Amore ne Injunction 


PNB vs. Dominador Cruz 


of Pi 





Petition for the Issuance of a TRO or a Writ 





On Feb 29, 1988, public respondent Honorable Labor Arbiter Domingo Cruz 
rendered an NLRC Decision entitled Jumaquio et. al. vs. Phil. Jai Alai 
Amusement Corp. (PJAC) whereby PJAC was ordered to pay Jumaquio et. 
al separation pay benefits in the amount of P2,415,175.61. As a consequence 
of said decision, public respondent issued a Writ of Execution dated June 28, 
1989. Subsequently it issued an “Order of Release” dated August 17, 1989 
directing the Manager of PNB San Marcelino Branch to release to the Cashier 
of NLRC in Manila the aforementioned sum deposited in the savings 
account of PJAC for further disposition to the private respondents. Upon 
receipt of the Order of Release, PNB informed PCGG since the PJAC funds 
are under sequestration. It gave PCGG 15 days to act on the matter 
otherwise it will comply with the Order of Release. M 
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| On August 21, 1989, private respondents filed an Urgent Petition for PNB to 





Release the Funds which public respondent granted on Sept. 6, 1989. PNB in 
a Manifestation dated Sept. 11, 1989 asked for 15 days to allow PCGG to 
comment on the Order of Release On Sept. 27, 1989, private respondents 
filed a “Motion to Compel PNB to release the Monies with a prayer to Hold 
Officers in Contempt” which was granted on Oct. 5, 1989 Order. Petitioner 
filed a Motion for Reconsideration on the ground that PCGG sent a letter 
directing not to release the money. 

On Oct. 20, 1989, private respondent filed a “Petition to Implement Order of 
Contempt.” In its Reply PNB reiterated its position that it cannot defy 
PCCC’s directive otherwise it will be cited for contempt per Sec. 3 (f) of E.Q. 
No. 1. Nevertheless, public respondent issued an “Oyder of Release” dated 
Feb 21, 1990. 

On March 21, 1990, PNB filed a petition for certiorari with the Supreme 
Court. The Supreme Court referred the case to the Sandiganbayan. The 
Sandiganbayan issued a TRO directing the public and private respondents 
to refrain from carrying and enforcing the Order of Release. On July 16, 
1990, the PCGG filed its Comment. 

The Sandiganbayan granted the petition for the issuance of WPI on the 
ground that the resolution of the issue as to the nature of the funds is closely 
interwoven with the question which has to be resolved on the merit in Civil 
Case No. 0010 (PCGG vs. Alfredo Romualdez, et. al.) 

Consolidated with Civil Case No. 0010 where Alfredo Romualdez has not 
yet filed his Answer. 








51. 0105 


S, Sarmiento vs. PCGG 


Petition for Certiorari and Prohibition with 


Preliminary Injunction 


Dismissed 





52. 0106 


l 


Domestic Satellite Phil. vs. PCGG 


vn - = ci 
Petition with prayer of judgment be 
rendered ordering PCGG to withdraw its 
objection to the settlement agreed upon 
between DOMSAT and APT and the 


| PEGG 


Consolidated with Civil Case No. 0009 








| 53. 0107 





E. Cojuangco, Jr. vs- PCGG 





Certiorari and Mandamus 


+ 








Dismissed 





PEEPI 







































CASE NO. TITLE NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 
A 
E : 
Declaratory relief and other similar 
54. 0108 Pimeco vs.PCGG remedies (related to PCGG Case No. 25 Dismissed 
| l and Civil Case No. 0024) | Ai 
American Inter-Fashion vs. Office : 
aru? of the President paves 
f L 
Primavera Farms, Inc., Black 
Stallion Ranch, Inc., Misty 
Mountains Agricultural Corp., 
Pastoral Farms, Inc., Meadow Lark 
Plantation, Inc., Silver Leaf 
Plantation, Inc., Lucena Oil Factory, : ; * 
56. 0110 e r y Consolidated with 0033 ; 
Inc., Far East Ranch, Inc., Southern 
Star Cattle Corp., Radio Audience 
Developers Integrated 
Organization, Inc., and Radyo 
| Pilipino Corporation vs. PCGG 
l . Sel 
Sp a n Consolidated with Civil Case No. 0002 
Apparel Mfg. Corp. 
aa + a 
This is a petition for Certiorari, Prohibition and Injunction to declare the 
EC] & Sons Agricultural sequestration order of PCGG as to the UCPB shares of stocks of the 
Enterprises, Balete Ranch, Inc., petitioner void in the absence of prima facie evidence to merit sequestration 
Christensen Plantation, Inc., or otherwise as lapsed effective August 2, 1987 when the government has 
58. 0112 Autonomous Devt. Corp., Certiorari Prohibition Injunction not instituted any actions against the petitioners. 
Metroplex Commodities, Inc., 
Lucena Oil Factory, Inc., and PCY In a Decision dated 09 June 2011, the Sandiganbayan lifted the writs of 
Oil Manufacturing Corp. vs. PCGG sequestration against all assets, properties, records and documents of 
Autonomous Development Corporation, and the shares of stock of EC] and 








| i Sons Agricultural Enterprises, Inc. Balete Ranch, Inc, and other corporations | 
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for being void. PCGG filed a Motion for reconsideration which was granted | 
in a Resolution dated 21 December 2012. ECJ filed a Motion for 
Reconsideration thereof which was denied in a Resolution dated 17 June 
2013 for lack of merit. 


The case was elevated to the Supreme Court under G.R. No. 207169. 


—| 








59. 0113 


V. Africa vs. PCGG 


Interpleader 


+ 


The Interpleader with prayer for the issuance of TRO and Writ of 
Preliminary Injunction was filed by Victor Africa in his capacity as 
Corporate Secretary of Oceanic Wireless Network Inc. (OWNI), for the court 
to take immediate possession of the corporate records of OWNI in his 
possession as Corp Sec due to conflicting claims and demands of PCGG and 
the other officers of OWNI. 


The Sandiganbayan in its Resolution dated May 3, 1991 dismissed the 
Interpleader and ordered the return of the stock and transfer book and stock 
certificates of the OWNI from the custody of the court to the Office of Corp. 
Sec of OWNI. 





60. 0114 





Philcomsat vs. PCGG 


Certiorari with Injunction 





Plaintiff prayed for the immediate issuance of TRO to enjoin PCGG from 
preventing disbursements by plaintiff and from doing acts hindering the 
management and operation of plaintiff corporation and declaring null and 
void all acts of sequestration against plaintiff. 


In a Resolution promulgated on Dec. 4, 1991, the Court granted the Motion 
for Summary Judgment filed by the plaintiff. Further, acting on the Urgent 
Motion to Intervene and Urgent Motion to Permit Intervenors to Receive 
their Dividends from POTC both dated Oct. 30, 1991 filed by Aerocom 
Investors and Manager's Inc. and Polygon Investors and Manager's Inc., the 
court in a Resolution dated Dec. 10, 1991 granted the same. 





PCGG filed a Motion for Reconsideration dated January 7, 1992 on the 
Resolution dated Dec. 4, 1991. A Motion for Reconsideration dated Jan. 2, | 
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1992 on a Resolution dated Dec. 10, 1991was also filed. The MR dated 
January 2, 1997 was denied in a Resolution dated January 27, 1992. The MR 
dated January 7, 1992 was also denied on May 26, 1992. 





61. 0116 








Gabriel L. Villareal, Yolanda M. Uy 


and Estelito P. Mendoza vs. Leon 
M. Garcia, Jr., Diosdado Peralta 
and Daniel A. Yap 


Quo Warranto 





This is a petition for Quo Warranto to declare the election of the respondents 
to the Board of Directors of Dutch Boy for the year 1991-1992 void and for 
the petitioners to be declared the duly elected members of the Board. 


This stemmed from PCGG’s sequestration of the 37% shareholding of Dutch 
Boy registered to and held by Traders’ Holdings & Marketing, Inc. During 
the March 4, 1991 Board meeting despite petitioner Mendoza’s submission 
of the proxy issued by Trader's, PCGG voted the shares of Traders and 
elected the respondents to the Board of Dutch Boy. 


The Sandiganbayan in applying the decisions in Republic vs. Cocofed where 
the SC held that the registered owner of the shares of the corporation has the 
right and privilege of voting and PCGG being a mere conservator as a 
general rule cannot exercise acts of dominion and in Cojuangco vs. Caipon 
and PCGG vs. Cojuangco where PCGG was authorized to vote the 
sequestered shares if it is able to satisfy the two tiered test to wit: 
1. Is there a prima facie evidence showing that the said shares are il- 
gotten and thus belong to the State and 
2. Is there an imminent danger of dissipation, thus necessitating their 
continued sequestration and voting by the PCGG while the main 
issue is pending before the court 
ruled that though there is a prima facie evidence showing that the shares are 
ill-gotten, there is no imminent danger of dissipation of the sequestered 
shares that will justify their continued sequestration and voting by the 
PCGG. Thus PCGG failed to hurdle the test and failing to pass the test then 
it follows that PCGG had no right to vote the sequestered shares of Traders 
and to elect its nominees in the Board of Dutch Boy. However, the SB also 
held that it cannot declare that the petitioners are duly elected members of 
the Board to replace the respondents there being no showing that petitioner 
| Mendoza cast his vote and those of he was representing by way of proxy. A | 






















































































í Beet? ae a ae F PT7 
—— = om 4 
CASE NO. TITLE NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 
| F pe election should therefore be called for that purpose. ~] 
ih E = 
62. 0117 E. Cojuangco, Jr. vs.PCGG © Mandamus Dismissed 
Petition to Compel PCGG to countersign 
63. 0118 P. Ilusorio vs. PCGG any and all dividends/checks pertaining to Dismissed 
PTIC 
= = E 
64. 0119 Glorious Sun vs. DSA Dismissed 
H = l 
65. 0120 Glorious Sun vs. AIF Dismissed 
A = 4 
66. 0121 Eduardo Cojuangco vs. PCGG Prohibition/ Injunction Dismissed 
= =] 
67. 0122 B. Argana vs. PCGG Lifting of Sequestration Order Dismissed 
ė ae q 
68. 0123 Glorious Sun vs. PCGG Dismissed 
| L 
69. 0124 V. Africa vs. PCGG Cohen Tenens ey Dismissed 
Injunction and TRO 
k — —| 
70. 0125 Agro Foundation vs. T. Antilles Dismissed 
= =i — - 
71. 0126/ In a Resolution dated 7 July 2005, the Sandiganbayan granted the Motion to 
; Africa vs. PCGG Petition for Injunction and damages with | Release Dividends of Polygon Investors and Managers, Inc. held under 
prayer for the the issuance of a Writ of | Custodia Legis and ordered Land Bank, COA Branch to release and pay 
ae Preliminary Injunction / TRO Polygon the amount of P25, 786,357.59 equiavalent to 19.977% of the total 
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0127 








Petition for Injunction and damages 
praying that PCGG be enjoined from 
further acting on the basis of its writs of 
sequestration such as administering, 
managing, operating the affairs of OWNI 





a 





dividends declared by OWNI. RP filed Motion for Reconsideration but = 
denied on 25 October 2005. 


RP elevated the case to the Supreme Court docketed as GR No. 170673, jater 
consolidated with GR No. 167055-56, and transferred to the 3rd Division. 


Ina Decision promulgated on 25 March 2010, the Supreme Court dismissed 
said petitions and affirmed the Resolutions dated 21 June 2004 of 
Sandiganbayan in Civil Case No. 0126 and 0127, 7 July 2005 and 25 October 
2005 in Civil Case No. 0127. RP’s reconsideration was denied. 


With the finality of said Supreme Court Decision, the Sandiganbayan, upon 
motion, issued a Resolution on 31 May 2011 ordering the issuance of a writ 
of execution implementing SB Resolutions dated 21 June 2004 and 23 
December 2004 in the case of Silangan, and Resolutions dated 7 July 2005 
and 25 October 2002 in the case of Polygon. RP filed a Motion for 
Reconsideration on 16 June 2011 but was, however denied on 29 February 
2012. 


Meanwhile, a Writ Execution of Execution was issued by the Sandiganbayan 
on 1 June 2011 (1) ordering the Land Bank, COA Commonwealth Branch, 
Quezon City to release and pay to Silangan Investors and Managers, Inc the 
entire dividends including interest earned, the amount of P54,337,852.61, 
declared by OWNI due to Silagan 2) Ordering the Land Bank and COA to 
released pay to Polygon Investors the amount of P25,786,357.50 equivalent 
to 19.9777% of the total dividends declared by OWNI for Class A shares, 
together with accrued interest subject to the payment of Clerk's 
Commission. : 


Another Writ of Execution was issued by the Sandiganganbayan on 18 April 
2012 to which the Republic filed a Motion to Quash Writ of Execution dated 
25 April 2012. This was denied by the Sandiganbayan in a Resolution dated 
15 October 2012. On June 28, 2012 the Land Bank COA Branch released the 
cash awarded due to Silangan and Polygon. 
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p EA the Republic elevated the case to the Supreme Court docketed 
as GR No. 201383-84 dated 19 April 2012 which is pending to this date. 
i ai i E 
72. 0128 Traders Royal Bank vs. PCGG Interpleader Dismissed 
7 i 
73. 0129 Implementation of Decision Pending (related to 0033) 
| __ —|- 





74. 0130 





V. Africa vs. PCGG 


E 
? 


= 


Certiorari and Injunction/TRO 


Consolidated with Civil Case No. 0009. 


With a pending petition for certiorari before the Supreme Court under 
docket no. GR No. 174493 on account of the declaration by the 
Sandiganbayan that the vote cast by PCGG nominees to ETPI is invalid and 
void. 





75. 0131 


| 


TRB vs. PCGG/ Andres Africa 


Consolidated with 0009 








76. 0132 


Provident International Resources 
Corp and Phil. Casino Operators 
Corp. vs. PCGG 








Petition for Mandamus 





This is a petition for Mandamus praying for PCGG to lift the order of 
sequestration and restore to the petitioners all its assets, properties movable 
and immovable records and documents. It claimed that the continued 
sequestration of its assets is illegal for failure of PCGG to file the judicial 
action as mandated in Sec. 26 of Artide XVIII of the 1987 Constitution.. 


After the filing of respondent's Answer, petitioners filed a Motion for 
Judgment on the Pleadings dated Oct. 29, 1991 which was granted by the 
court in a Resolution promulgated on Dec. 4, 1991 on the basis that the writs 
of sequestration issued against petitioners are automatically lifted as of Aug. 
2, 1987 for failure of PCGG to file the necessary judicial action within the 
prescribed period fixed in the 1987 Constitution. 


PCGG filed a Motion for Reconsideration dated Dec. 12, 1991 which was 
denied in a Resolution promulgated on Oct. 27, 1993. 
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Petitioners filed a Motion for execution dated Jan. 28, 1994. On Feb. 1, 1994, 
PCGG filed a petition for Certiorari under Rule 65 to annul the Dec. 4, 1991 
Resolution docketed as G.R. No. 413420. 


In an Order dated Feb. 9, 1994, the Court granted the petitioners Motion for 
Execution. A Motion for Reconsideration was filed by PCGG on Feb 10, 
1994, It also filed a Supplement to Motion for Reconsideration on Feb. 24, 
1994 alleging that the admission of the Third Amended Complaint in Civil 
case 0021 which impleaded among others herein petitioners, constitutes a 
supervening event which affects or changes the rights of the parties and 
justifies the suspension of the execution of the Dec. 4, 1994 decision which 
was denied ina Resolution dated Feb. 18, 1994. 


On March 7, 1994, the PCGG received the writ of execution dated March 3, 
1994 but it was not implemented. Petitioners Motion to issue Alias Writ of 
Execution was held in abeyance pending decision of the SC on G. R. No 
113420 for Certiorari in a Resolution dated June 1, 1994. Ina resolution 
dated July 25, 1994, the SC issued a TRO enjoning the SB from further 
proceeding with CC 132 as well as from conducting the hearing on the 
issuance of Alias Writ of Execution. On March 7, 1997, the SC resolved to 
grant the petition of PCGG setting aside the assailed resolution of 
Sandigabayan and declaring the TRO to be permanent and to resolve with 
deliberate dispatch the instant and similar cases involving ill-gotten wealth 
through the conduct of continuous trial. 


Due to the failure of the petitioners fo appear despite notice, on Oct. 30, 1998 
the court issued an order granting PCGG’s motion to file Memorandum in 
lieu of oral argument. An Omnibus Motion dated Feb. 9, 1999 was filed by 
the petitioners praying that the order to file memorandum be recalled and 
set aside and to set the case for pre-trial and continuous trial for the 
presentation of evidence by the parties. 


In a resolution promulgated on Nov. 8, 1999, the Court denied the Omnibus 
| Motion noting that the question whether or not the subject properties are il- 
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CASE NO. TITLE E NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 


gotten is not in issue put the supposed failure of the PCGG to institute the 
proper judicial action within the prescribed period which had already been 
resolved by the SC in G.R. No. 113420 involving the same parties sustaining 
the validity of sequestration order signed by only one Commissioner 
because it was issued prior to the promulgation of the PCGG Rules and 
Regulations on April 11, 1986 where the writ of sequestration requires the 
authority of at least two PCGG Commissioners. On the alleged failure to 
institute the proper judicial action within the prescribed period, the SC 
further ruled that “respondent corporations were among the properties 
listed in the original complaint (Civil case 0021) as having been iHegally 
accumulated by the defendants in flagrant breach of trust xxx.’ They were 
subsequently impleaded as parties-defendants in the same case duly granted 
by the SB hence there was faithful compliance with Sec. 26 Art XVIII of the 
Constitution. Hence, further proceedings of this case is no longer necessary 
as the question of whether or not petitioners properties constitute ill-gotten 
should be threshed out in Civil Case No. 0021 and not in this case. The case 
for Mandamus was declared closed and terminated. 


On April 18, 2012, petitioners erroneously filed an Ex-Parte Motion for 
Execution dated April 10, 2012 of the Dec. 4, 1991 ruling. On April 30, 2012, 
it filed a one-page Supplement to the Ex-Parte Motion for Execution. On 20 
July 2012, PCGG filed an Opposition contending that the motion lacks merit 
as the Dec 4, 1991 SB ruling was reversed by the Supreme Court. 


In a resolution dated 29 May 2013, the SB denied the Ex-Parte Motion for 
Execution. 
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77.0133 Marcelo Fiberglass vs. PCGG Mandamus Dismissed 





= +- pa 


78. 0134 Glorious omisi ATEC For Sum of Money & Damages w/ prayer 


for Preliminary Attachment Dismissed 

















+ 
79.0135 Mandamus | 


Universal Molasses Corp. vs. Consolidated with 0009 









































CASE NO. | TITLE | NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 
| PCGG T r | 
Ee ee et ae _ | 
Prohibition w/ Application for Temporary 
80. 0136 Silahis Int'l. vs. PCGG Resiraining Order and Preliminary Dismissed 
D ; 
Petition for Prohibition w/ Application for F 
81. 0137 Phil. Village Hotel vs. PCGG Preliminary Injunction & Temporary 
Restraining Order 
TE REFE SEPT = 
Prohibition w/ Application for Temporary 
82. 0138 Ternate Dev. Corp. vs. PCGG Restraining Order and Preliminary Dismissed 
= Injunction 4 
83. 0139 Bae RAR ae faa Co. vs. | For Interpleader : Dismissed 
7 w The Decision promulgated on 19 November 2013 by the SAndiganbayan | 


Tourist Duty Free Shop vs. PCGG, 


Injunction and Specific performance with 
prayer for issuance of restraining order 


a 


dismissing, the complaint of TDES, and PCGG’s counterclaim was elevated 
by both the TDFS and PCGG before the Supreme Court under GR. Nos. 

















84. 0142 Bank of America and Rizal me 214408 and 214521, respectively. 
i : and/or Preliminary mandatory and 
Commercial Banking Corp. Prohibitory Injuncti 
Crees geese) GR No. 214408 - TDFS, Inc. vs. PCGG, BA & RCBC. 
| RCBC filed a Manifestation dated October 13, 2017 
T - 
95 0143 Standard Chartered Bank vs. Consolidated with 0009 
f PCGG Africa Group Pending 
A 
36. 0144 PTIC vs. PCGG Complaint for the Return PLDT dividends Dismissed 
of PTIC 
+ 
87. 0146 V. Africa vs. PCGG, et al. Consolidated with 0009 
| = | 
88. 0147 Ricardo C. Silverio and in behalf of Declaration of property and reconveyance Consolidated with 0093 (please see notes in Civil Case No. 0093). 


Anchor Estate Corporation vs. 
PCGG, Asset Privatization Trust, 
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CASE NO. TITLE NATURE OF THE CASE B STATUS 
| —— 
Mid-Pasig Land Development 
Corp. and Ortigas & Company 
Limited Partnership 
z= , d 
j 
89. 0148 POTC vs. PCGG Mandamus Dismissed 
g Declaratory Relief and other Similar B | 
Lianooa Bay Logging Co. vs. Angel Remedies (related to PCGG Case No. 25 & 
90. 0149 gga Bay Logging Co. vs. Ange! | Civil Case No. 0024) with Prayer For Dismissed 
Alcala & PCGG ‘ ae é f 
Issuance of Writ of Preliminary Injunction 
2 and Temporary Restraining Order + 
91. 0150 E. Cojuangco, et al. vs. PCGG Quo Warranto Case archived pending resolution of Civil Case No. 0033. 
| ; 
92. 0151 Vicente Uy vs. PCGG Prohibition and Injunction with Prayer for Dismissed 
TRO and Preliminary Injunction 
+ — — 
: ; Injunction with Preliminary 
Honorio Poblador II] & J. Africa vs. s ae 
93. 0152 PCC, et al. Injunction/TRO Dismissed 
94, 0154 Leon Garcia vs. PCGG Dismissed 
ok l 
Declaration of Nullity of Sequestration ar 
; . Verg . ; : i E D 
95. 0161 | B. Vergara vs. PCGG, et al Order and/or of its Automatic Lifting ismissed 
| Petitioners are questioning the election of the respondents to the SMC EnA 
Eduardo M. Cojuangco, Jr., Enrique in the annual stockholders meeting held on April 19, 1994 on the ground 
M. Cojuangco, Manuel M. that the SMC shares used to qualify the respondents to be a director are 
96. 0162 Cojuangco, Estelito P. Mendoza, Quo Warranto sequestered shares which amounts to a conversion of property held in trust 
Gabriel L. Villareal and Rafael G. contrary to the provision of the by-laws “A Director shall be qualified to 
Abello vs. Tirso Antiporda, Jr., hold office only upon pledging of the 5,000 shares registered in his name to 
Juliet C. Bertuben, Ide Tillah, | the Corporation to answer for his conduct.” Petitioners seek ouster of | 
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CASE NO. TITLE NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 
- : — 
p Sergio Osmefia, II, Jaime Calpo, respondents from the SMC Board of Directors and that they be declared 
Emmmanuel Cruz, Ricardo R. dela members instead. 
Cruz and PCGG 
In a Resolution dated February 7, 2003, the Sandiganbayan ordered that the 
proceedings in the instant case be suspended pending determination of the 
issues raised in the principal case docketed as Civil Case No. 0033-F 
(Recovery case). The scheduled pre-trial is cancelled until further ordered 
by the court. 
iT. | 
Montessori of Malolos Inc., vs. are 
97. 0163 Amado C. Balagtas, et al. Damages Dismissed 
i Officeco Holdings, N.V. vs. Hon T Lifting of the Sequestration of EET E 
98. 0164 Raul pacts a al ` © | and Deposit Account originally requested - Dismissed 
| i í i | by OSG on April 7, 1986 5 
Petition for the Appeal of the General & | 
A ] of Gen. Suppl tal 
99. 0165 eee aaa ne Supplemental Agreement between RP and Dismissed 
2 _| the Marcos Family be 4 
Petitioners questioned the election of the respondents to the SMC Board in 
the annual stockholders meeting held on April 19, 1995 on the ground that 
the respondents lack the qualification to be elected in the SMC Board. 
Dismissed by the Sandiganbayan on May 9, 1995 but on appeal, the Supreme 
Court reversed the dismissal in GR No. 120640. 
100. 0166 CJ, et al. vs. Juliet Bertubern, | petition for Quo Warranto 








PCGG, et al. 








In a Decision dated 15 July 2014, the Sandiganbayan declared petitiners’ 
election to the SMC Board for 1995 void. Thus, OSG filed a Petition for 
Review on Certiorari with the SC on 20 January 2015 under GR No. 215527- 
28 (consolidated with the resolution in CC 0169). In a resolution dated 


February 6, 2017 the SC required the respondents to ‘file their Comment. 
Respondents filed their Comment dated June 27, 2017 





Pending to this date. | 





Fimrnmananceng 
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CASE NO. TITLE NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 
| | 
F 
101. 0168 L R Marcos ys. PCGG Specific Performance Quieting of Title & Dismissed 
| Reconveyance 
— +. on 
Petitioner’s questioned the election of the respondents to the SMC Board in 
the annual stockholders meeting held on April 19,1996 Board meeting on 
the ground that the respondents Jack qualification to be elected on the SMC 
Board. 
Eduardo M. Cojuangco, Jr., Enrique 
M. Cojuangco, Manuel M. Petitioners questioned the election of the respondents to the SMC Board in 
Cojuangco, Estelito P. Mendoza -the annual stockholders meeting held on April 19,1996 Board meeting on 
102. 0169 and Gabriel L. Villareal vs. Juliet C. the ground that the respondents lack qualification to be elected on the SMC 


Bertuben, Ide C. Tillah, Emmanuel 
E. Cruz, Tirso D. Antiporda, jr., 
Victor S. Ziga, Luis M. Mirasol, Jr., 

Jose Y. Ferja and PCGG | 





Crispin T. Reyes & Ramon S. Dino 
vs. PCGG, et al. 


2 


103. 0170 Tania League of the Phils. Inc. 


Petition for Quo Warranto 


e 


Board. 


In a Decision dated 15 July 2014, the Sandiganbayan declared petitioners’ 
election to the SMC Board for 1996 void. Thus, OSG filed a Petition for 
Review on Certiorari with the SC on 20 January 2015 under GR No. 215527- 
28 (consolidated with the resolution in CC 0166). 


Pending to this date. 





Declaratory Relief 
Preliminary Injunction 


w/ Prayer 


i am 





104. 0176 








Enrique Cojuangco, Manuel M. 
Cojuangco, and Estelito P. 
Mendoza vs. Juliet Bertuben, Ide C. 
Tillah, Emmanuel E. Cruz, Arturo 
Enrile and PCGG 


Quo Warranto 





Board. PCGG’s Motion to Dismiss filed on 11 June 1997. 





Petitioner’s questioned the election of the respondents to the SMC Board in 
the annual stockholders meeting held on April 19,1997 Board meeting on 
the ground that the respondents lack qualification to be elected on the SMC 


In a court Resolution dated January 4, 2002, the proceedings of this case 
were ordered suspended pending the resolution of the issues in Civil Case | 


| 
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CASE NO. TITLE NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 
J 
l No. 0033-F entitled Republic of the Philippines vs. Eduardo Cojuangco, et. 


al. 


In a Resolution dated August 30, 2016, the Sandiganbayan ordered the 
parties to appear before the court on Sept. 29, 2016 to determine the status of 
the case and to clarify the implications of the Supreme Court's Decision and 
Resolution in G.R. Nos. 177857-58 entitled Philippine Coconut Producers 
Federation Inc. (COCOFED), et. al. vs. RP dated January 24, 2012 and Sept. 4, 
2012 on the Sandiganbayan Civil Case No. 0033 F and this case. 


On Sept. 29, 2016, the PCGG Special Legal Counsels Aitys. Melanie Quimbo 
and Jennifer Dinopol appeared. The Counsel for the petitioners also 
appeared. The court mentioned the decision in G.R. Nos. 177857-58 and 
stated that it is inclined to dismiss the case without prejudice. The Counsel 
for the petitioners manifested that it filed a Notice to Dismiss the case and 
the same was served with the OSG on Sept. 28, 2016. The OSG filed. its 
Comment dated October 10, 2016. 


In a Resolution promulgated on 7 November 2016, the court dismissed the 
case without prejudice. 





K i i 


105. 0183 Heirs of Ferdinand Marcos vs. Declaration of Ownership, Accounting and Dismissed 
PCGG Damages 











A al 
Elvira Faciol, et al. vs. Tri-Island & Nuliity of Docume of Sale, Quieting of 














106. 0184 Titles and Cancellation of Tax Declarations Dismissed 
PCGG aD vith Prelimi Inj : 
| and Damages w1 reliminary Injunction 
Francisco Chavez vs. Chairman ae 
107. 0185 Magdangal Elma Dismissed 
L | 

Defendants Motion to Dismiss was granted in a Resolution dated 15 August 
10 POTC, Philcomsat vs. V. Africa Injunction with Prayer for Issuance of TRO 2007. Motion for Reconsideration was then filed by POTC, f hilcomsat 
8. 0198 and Writ of PI which was then opposed by Victor 








L oR A Africa, Bildner, et al. On 18 September 2008, the Motion for Reconsideration 
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REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES 


Probate of a Will 





CASE NO. TITLE NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 
a 
r | and the Supplement thereto was denied for lack of merit. 
l The Supreme Court on 3 July 2013 affirmed the Sandiganbayan resolutions 
in GR No. 184622. 
pon mi 
| in the above-mentioned 3 July 2015 consolidated Decision, the Supreme 
Court also affirmed the decision in CA GR SP No. 98097 which allegedly 
109. SB-07- In Re Contempt proceedings RE, affirms that the Ilusion-Africa Group composes the duly authorized officers 
SCA-005 against Johnny Tan, Manuel Nieto P and members of the Board of Directors of POTC, Philcomsat and PHC. 
and Philip Brodett 
GR No. 227383 - Motion for Reconsideration (Re: Resolution dated July 3, 
dh |. 2017} dated September 28, 2017. J 
A Complaint for Specific Performance was filed by Philcomsat praying that 
PCGG withdraw its objection to the listing of PHILCOMSAT’s shares in 
_ | PHC dated 31 January 2012. 
110. SB 12 . g 
CVL-0001 Philcomsat vs. PCGG Specific Performance l PCGG filed Motion to Dismiss which was granted by the court in a 
Resolution dated 3 May 2012 for Jack of jurisdiction. 
5t Div. 
Philcomsat filed a Petition for Certiorari under Rule 65 before the Supreme 
i Ys Court under docket no. G.R. No. 203023 which is pending to this date. 
RTC 
111. SP. IN MATTER OF PROBATE OF In the court order dated April 20, 2010, F. Marcos is directed to submit his 
PROC. THE WILL OF FERDINAND E. proof/ documents showing that Mrs. Marcos has already filed a bond in the 
#10279 MARCOS / PETITION FOR amount of P50, 000 and likewise taken her oath as executor named in the 
ISSUANCE OF LETTER OF will. Meantime the resolution on the Motion for Issuance of Letters 
ADMINISTRATION VS. Testamentary filed by Marcos Jr. and joined by Mrs. Marcos is held in 


abeyance for being premature. 


Partial Compliance (Re: Inventory and Publication of Notice to Creditors) 
filed by F. Marcos, Jr. dated 8 August 2012. 


PRAMS filed a Motion filed for Leave of Court to Intervene dated 10/20/10 
thru Marcelino Castro, allege Acting Executive Director of PRAMS. On the 
other hand, the Motion for Intervention with Leave of Court filed by the 
surviving legitimate children of the late Dr. Maximino B. Gamido dated 15 | 
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Marcos, Jr. dated 7 December 2012. 


eptember 2011 was denied in an Order dated 29 October 2012. 


Partial Compliance (Re: Inventory of the Shareholdings of the late President 
and partial Appraisal of the late President's real properties) was filed by F. 
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112. Civil | PNB vs. Dynetics Incorporated, 
Case No. 07- | Phil. Export-Import Credit Agency, 


Vicente Chuidian, PCGG 











H 


Nullity, Rescission and Damages 


by PNB to defendant Vicente Chuidian. 
Treasurer of Dynetics. Sometime in 1980, Chuidian was 


or TIDCORP and at present known as Philippine Ex 
Agency or PhilEXIM), the Board of Investments and the 
Philippines. Chuidian received the $25 million throu 


Superior Court charging that he did not only default 


on Nov. 27, 1985 under the following conditions: 


b. payment by Dynetics to Chuidian of $500,000 as p 
unconditional and irrevocable letter(s) of credit; 
and ARCI 


d. waiver of Philguarantee’s claim as guarantor agains 
companies for the $25 million syndicated foreign loans. 





This is a case filed to declare the nullity of Letter of Credit Agreement issued 


Defendant Vicente Chuidian, a Marcos crony was an incorporator and 


loans in the total amount of $25 million ($17 million and $8 million) 
guaranteed by Philguarantee (later on became Trade Investment Dev’t Corp. 


Company (ARCI) where he owned 98% of the shares of stocks. ARCI 
defaulted in the debt payments compelling Philguarantee to pay. 


In June 1985, Philguarantee sued Chuidian at the Santa Clara County 
misused the funds. After a series of negotiations between Chuidian and the 
representatives of Marcos and Philguarantee, Chuidian entered into a 
Settlement Agreement and Mutual Release with the Philippine government 
a. dismissal of all cases involving Philguarantee and Chuidian; 


providing for further payments by Dynetics to Chuidian pursuant to an 


c. transfer to Philguarantee of Chuidian’s interests in Dynetics, Interlek Inc. 


4 


granted a two term 


port-Import Credit 
Central Bank of the 
gh Asia Reliability 


in payment but he 


artial payment and 


t Chuidian and his 
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41 
An initial payment of $500,000 was received by Chuidian as well as the 


succeeding payment of $200,000. The remaining balance of $4.6 million was 
paid through an irrevocable LC to be issued by Philippine National Bank 
from which Chuidian would draw $100,000 monthly. 


On December 12, 1985, Dynetics executed a Letter of Credit Agreement 
(LCA) with plaintiff PNB in the amount not exceeding $4.6 million. 


During the Aquino Administration, the new Philguarantee Board contested 
the validity of the settlement agreement before the Superior Court of Santa 
Clara on the ground of accounting fraud committed by Chuidian by 
depleting the resources of the companies he turned over to Philigurantee. 
Philgurantee lost the case in both the lower court and on appeal and was 
ordered to satisfy the judgment in favor of Chuidian. 

In 1986, Chuidian moved against the irrevocable LC of PNB with an 
undrawn balance of $4.4 million by filing a suit in the Superior Court of Los 
Angeles California to compel PNB to abide by its LC. The trial court upheld 
the validity of settlement agreement and PNB’s contention that it cannot 
effect the payment in view of territoriality, comity and act of state since PNB 
was then owned by the government. Both Chuidian and Philguarantee 
appealed to the State Court of Appeals. 


On Feb 27, 1987 pursuant to EO. No. 50 on the rehabilitation of PNB, a Deed 
of Transfer was executed between the Dep't of Finance and PNB which 
provided for the transfer of certain PNB assets to the government in 
exchange for which it would assume certain liabilities of PNB. Among those 
transferred was the $4.6 million LC with Chuidian. 


On July 30, 1987, the government filed before the Sandiganbayan Civil Case 
No. 0027 entitled Vicente Chuidian, Cesar Virata et. al seeking reconveyance 


of ill-gotten. wealth. 


In 1991, Chuidian filed for voluntary bankruptcy under California State 


| Laws and included in his schedule of assets was the LC issued by PNB. Asa 
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STATUS 








Chuidian’s appeal was dismissed. The dismissal sustained the lower court's 
decision that PNB does not have to honor the LC on the grounds of comity 
and act of state doctrine. 


On March 17, 1993, the government filed before the Sandiganbayan a 
Motion for Issuance of Writ of Attachment over the LC in Civil Case No. 
0027. 


In 1995, Chuidian’s judgment credit which included the LC was sold to 
Fidelity Partners Inc. which registered the judgment in New York and filed 
a collection case in both New York and the Philippines. Philguarantee 
settled the claim of Fidelity for 48 million by executing a Deed of 
Assignment and Quitclaim dated January 31, 2003 which transferred to 
Philguarantee all rights and title to the LC. 


Meanwhile in Civil Case No. 0027, Chuidian assailed the denial of his 
motion to lift the Writ of Attachment before the Supreme Court (G.R. No. 
13994) which was dismissed in a Decision dated January 19, 2001. Further, 
the SC directed PNB to remit to the Sandiganbayan the proceeds of the LC in 
the amount of $4.4 million within 15 days from notice and the same to be 
placed under a special time deposit with the Land Bank. Instead of 
complying, PNB filed a Manifestation invoking that when Philguarantee 
purchased the LC it ceases to be the asset owned by Chuidian thus, the 
purchase is a supervening event which would excuse PNB from complying 
with the Order. The Sandiganbayan denied PNB’s plea. 


PNB elevated the denial to the SC which dismissed the case on July 31, 2006 
and ordered the Sandiganbayan to enforce its January 19, 2001 Decision. In 
Resolution dated April 27, 2007, reiterated in Resolution dated November 6, 
2007, the Sandiganbayan ordered PNB to comply with the January 19, 2001 
Supreme Court decision. Hence, the filing of this case. 





PCGG was impleaded as a necessary party because of Civil Case No. 0027. 
ees, 


ae 
consequence the appeal of Philguarantee for fraud was suspended but 
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CASE NO. TITLE : NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 
1 - { 
Order dated August 12, 2009 was issued resolving the Plaintiffs Motion to | 


Admit proof of service by defendant Dynetics. Accordingly, plaintiff's proof 
of service upon Dynetics is admitted. TIDCORP or PHLEXIM filed its 
Answer to the Amended Complaint of PNB. 











RTC ii iis a 
113. Civil | Emmanuel Deles et al vs. Specific Performance This was filed by the members of Ecoville Homeowners Association seeking 
Case No. 09- | Philippine Development to compel the national government and the National Power Corporation to 
085 Alternatives Foundation , Inc, renew the lease contract of 4 parcels of land owned by the national 
PCGG government and NPC with the Philippine Development Alternatives 


Foundation, Inc. (PDAF) which subdivided the 4 parcels of land into 3 
projects- Ecology Village L Mand II collectively known as Ecology Strip. 


The project pertains to building housing units and selling them to the public. 
While the individual homeowners were allowed to purchase their chosen 
housing unit, they could only sub-lease from PDAF the lot on which their 
units stands. 


On May 19, 1997, President Ramos issued EO No. 413 “Creating an Inter- 
Agency Committee to Oversee the Turn-Over and Development of 
Properties in Makati held by PDAF, PCGG and NPC. On June 11, 2002, 
PDAF sent a letter to the homeowners that PDAF can longer renew the Sub- 
lease Agreement by virtue of the NPC's letter dated June 3, 2002 informing 
PDAF that the lease contract over the land set to expire on December 31, 
2002 will no longer be renewed. Hence the filing of this case. 


In an Order dated June 18, 2010, the court issued an Omnibus Order 
dismissing the case for lack of cause of action, lack of jurisdiction against 
PCGG (jurisdiction lies with the Sandiganbayan) and Power Sector and 
Liabilities Management Corp. (jurisdiction lies with the Supreme Court on 
matters concerning sale, disposition and privatization of NPC’s assets under 
R.A. 9136 otherwise known as Electric Power Industry reform Act of 2001 or 
EPIRA). 

















a | Plainfiffs filed a Motion for Reconsideration which was denied in an Order | 
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CASE NO. | TITLE NATURE OF THE CASE STATUS 


dated February 22, 2011. 





Plaintiff filed a petition for Review dated 16 May 2011 before the Court of 
Appeals docketed as CAGR No. 119419. This was denied by the Court. The 
denial is already final with the non-filing by petitioners of a petition before 
the Supreme Court. 








RTC T | This is a petition filed by Atty. Dennis Taningco, the former Special Legal 
114. 10- | Dennis Taningco vs. PEGG Payment of Lawyer's Lien Counsel of PCGG for the determination of his entitlement of Attorney's Fees 
123852 and if so, fixing the reasonable amount thereof. Atty. Taningco was tasked to 


handle Civil Case N. 0002 entitled Republic of the Philippines vs. Ferdinand 
Marcos, Prime Holdings, Inc. et al. to recover among others the 111, 415 PTC 
shares registered in the name of Prime Holdings. Prior to filing of this case, 
*. Atty. Taningco, filed a notice of Attomey’s Lien before the Sandiganbayan in 
Civil Case No. 0002 which was denied by the Court in its Resolution dated 
August 4, 2008 where the order of denial states among others “without 
prejudice however, to counsel instituting the appropriate independent 
action to vindicate his claim to such Attorney's fees and if the claim is 
justified to established the proper amount thereof” . Hence, this petition. 


PCGG filed a motion to dismiss which was denied by the Court in an Order 
dated March 22, 2011 holding that Taningco is entitled to professional fee on 
the principle of quantum meruit. The Motion for Reconsideration was also 
denied in an Order dated July 13, 2011. The Republic filed a Petition for 
Certiorari before the Sandiganbayan which the latter denied in a Resolution 
dated October 14, 2011 for lack of jurisdiction holding that the nature of the 
action is properly assailable before the Court of Appeals not the 
Sandiganbayan which is of limited jurisdiction. Upon denial of the Motion 
for Reconsideration dated Nov. 12, 2012, the PCGG elevated the matter to 
the Supreme Court docketed as G. R. No. 204334. 


Meanwhile, finding that Taningco failed to pay the correct amount of docket 
fee as provided for in the Rules of Court which is a jurisdictional issue, the 
PCGG filed a Motion to Correct Computation of Docket fees. The Court m 
L A i L | the Order dated September 26, 2012 merely took note of the motion stating | 
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| that if Taningco is entitled to Attorney's fee upon resolution of the case the 
additional filing fee will constitute a lien on the judgment. On denial of the 
Motion for Reconsideration dated December 12, 2012, the PCGG elevated 
the matter to the Supreme Court on a Petition for Review on Certiorari 
under Rule 45 docketed as G. R. No. 205510. 


Thereafter, the PCGG filed a Motion to Archive Case dated May 2, 2014 until 
after the issues elevated in the Supreme Court have been settled which was 
granted in an Order dated July 22, 2014. Taningco filed a Motion for 
Reconsideration dated August 21, 2014 which was granted by the court in an 
Order dated April 7, 2015 on the basis that the Supreme Court did not issue 
any TRO on the petitions filed by the PCGG. PCGG filed a Motion for 
Reconsideration dated May 20, 9015 which was granted by the court in an 
Order dated April 19, 2016. i 


Gi 
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69349 





Genito and PCGG, Antonio De 
Zuzuarrgui, Jr. 





=P 


415. "Q-11- | RP rep. by DPWH vs. Spouses 





Expropriation 


DPWH filed an expropriation proceedings over the 846 sqm portion of the 
6,411 sqm registered in the name of Sps. Genito which is under sequestration 
and subject of a recoveyance case filed by PCGG pending before the 
Sandiganbayan. The DPWH pegged the valuation of the subject lot at 
P25,000.00 per sqm. The Genito spouses, in their Answer, stated their 
willingness to sell the property un payment of just compensation covering 
not only the land but also the buildings and improvements thereof. The 
PCGG on the otherhand, posits in the its Answer that it has no objection to 
the taking of 846 sqm portion of the property subject to fair determination of 
just compensation and on the condition that the proceeds to be paid by the 
plaintiff be deposited with the Sandiganbayan and its release be subject to 
the final outcome of Civil Case No. 0004. 


On May 21, 2012, the court issued an Order of Expropriation in favor of the 
plaintiff upon payment of just compensation in the amount of P25,000.00 
per sqm for the Jot for a total of P21,500,000.00) and value of improvements 
and/or structures to be determined by three commissioners assigned to 
ascertain the just compensation for said improvements. Further, the court 
ordered that in view of the pendency of Civil Case 0004, the amount of 
| P21,500,000.00 is directed to be deposited at the Land Bank of the 














gerraren, 
power 





























| ia oe a mo ope ope pee peg 
CASE NO. TITLE Bi NATURE OF THE CASE E: STATUS 
je i Philippines in the name of the registered owners of the land and the release | 
shall be subject to the consent of the Sandiganbayan and approval of the 
court. 
In the Order dated August 1, 2016, the court fixes the just compensation for 
the affected improvements existing on the 846 sqm portion of the subject 
property in the amount of P12,359,104.00. Plaintiff DPWH filed a Motion for 
reconsideration dated September 15, 2016 which was denied in the Order 
dated January 3, 2017. Plaintiff filed a Notice of Appeal dated March 22, 
2017. 
On July 20, 2017, the PCCG received a notice to file brief dated July 11, 2017 
from the CA requiring the plaintiff-appellant to file an Appellant's Brief 
. | within 45 days from receipt. The same period is given to the defendants- 
£ | appellees to file their brief. 
RTC | 7 
116. SCA | National Grid Corp of the Phil. vs. Expropriation This is a Special Civil Action of Expropriation filed by National Grid 
116 ML Piedras Corporation of the Philippines praying for the court to issue a writ of 
Branch 4 possession authorizing it to take possession of the area of 3,608 sqm owned 
Mariveles by Piedras Petroleum Inc. one of the entities sequestered by PCGG. Still 
Bataan pending 
[ RTC E a | 
117. RP vs. Simplicio Babiera, Peter Cadastral Proceedings ; 
Cadastral Faciol and Elvira Faciol Lepamg 
Case No. 92- 
1 
| Cebu RTC | fi cape. 
Northstar Transport Facilities, Inc. (NTFI) leases an area in Port Area, 
418. MC12- | Northstar Transport Facilities, Inc. Complaint with prayer for issuance of a| Manila owned and controlled by the Bataan Shipyard and Engineering 
6498 vs. BASECO, Andres Bautista, | writ of preliminary injunction and/or TRO | Company, Inc. (BASECO). NTFI has substantial rental arrears dating back 
Nelson Acebo, Antonio P. Otayza, dated June 22, 2012. Raffle date June 27, | to 2009. Preparatory to the filing of an ejectment case, BASECO served 
| etal. _| 2012 at 1:30 pm. | demand letters upon NTFL NTE, in an effort to _pre-empt BASECO’s 
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ejectment case, sued for specific performance and alleged that BASECO ora 


in violation of its lease contract (up to 2016) and the corresponding extension 
(up to 2026). 


Northstar filed a case for specific performance to compel BASECO to honor 
and abide by the terms of the October 20, 2006 Contract of Lease, the 
February 2010 Supplemental Contract of Lease and the Release, Waiver and 
Quitclaim between Northstar and BASECO. 


In 2015, trial was already ongoing. It was suspended however as there was 
a negotiation for an amicable assessment. 


In the Order dated June 13, 2017, the court granted the Motion to inhibit 
filed by PCGG SLC Atty. Lester Flores in representation of BASECO. 


In an Order daed 7 September 2017, the Court granted the Motion to Revive 
Proceedings and Resolve the Motion for Consignation of Rental Payments 
dated 14 June 2016. 











MIC 


120. 5198-18 


Estate of F. Marcos vs. PTA, PCGG 
Grand Ilocandia 


Unlawful Detaimer, etc 


In a Decision promulgated on 26 September 2013, the Court of Appeals | 


granted PCGG's petition for review, thereby dismissing the complaint for 
unlawful detainer filed by the Estate of F Marcos for lack of jurisdiction. The 
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RTC 


121. SP Proc 
Case No. M- 
7588 





In re Perpetuation of the Testimony 
of Juliettte Romualdez 


Filed by First Philippine Ho9idings 


Perpertuation of Testimony 











Estate elevated the case before the Supreme Court. 


This case stemmed from the case of reconveyance that the government filed 
against Benjamin Romualdez et al. before the Sandiganbayan docketed as 
Civil Case No. 0035. Petitioner, First Philippine Holdings Corporation., filed 
a Complaint-in-Intervention seeking to annul the sale of BDO shares to 
TMEE (one of the companies of Romualdez) and be returned to PFHC. The 
Complaint-In-Intervention and the Second Complaint-In-Intervention were 
dismissed by the court. Upon the dismissal of the Second Complaint-In- 
Intervention, FPHC filed a petition for Review on Certiorari before the 
Supreme Court. 


Noting that despite the lapse of almost 30 years the Sandiganbayan has not 
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l yet conducted the pre-trial proceeding of Civil Case 0035, FPHC filed the | 


instant petition to take deposition and perpetuate the testimony of Juliette 
Romualdez considering her age and physical condition. The PCGG was 
impleaded as a possible adverse party. 


In the Order dated April 27 2015, the RTC granted the petition. A Motion 
for Reconsideration was filed by Juliette Romualdez which was denied in 
the Omnibus Order dated September 21, 2015. Juliette Romualdez filed a 
Notice of Appeal dated October 15, 2015 which was given due course by the 
court (docketed as CA G.R. CV No. 105836) and directing the defendant- 
appellant to file a brief within 45 days from receipt of notice (date of receipt 
is April 19, 2017). Defendant-Appellant J. Romualdez filed her Brief for 
Defendant-Appellant dated March 27, 2017. Petitioner-Appellee filed 
Appellee’s Brief dated July 21, 2017. Defendant-Appellant J. Romualdez 
filed her Appeliant’s Reply Brief dated August 9, 2017. 


On October 22, 2015, FPHC filed an Urgent Motion for Execution Pending 
Appeal dated October 24, 2015 which was eranted by the Court of Appeals 
jn September 20, 2016. 


In a Resolution dated November 11, 2016, the Court of Appeals directed the 
RTC to issue a corresponding Writ of Execution Pending Appeal. Juliette 
Romualdez then filed an Urgent Motion to Suspend the Issuance and 
Implementation of the Writ of Execution Pending Appeal dated December 2, 
2016. Both the PCGG and FPHC filed their respective oppositions. 


Juliette Romualdez filed a Motion For Issuance of Protective Order dated 
February 24, 2017. She also filed a Motion to Set the Case for Hearing to 
enable Dr. Marian G. Suarez to testify before the court. Pending resolution 
00066 the motions, J. Romualdez filed a Petition for Certiorari with the SC 
under GR No. 230391 on March 28, 2017. 


In the Order dated April 17, 2017, the court denied the Motion for Issuance 
of Protective Order and the Motion to set the Case for Hearing. The Motion 
for Reconsideration was also denied in a resolution dated May 3, 2017. 





The FPHC filed a Motion to Expunge (Re: Motion for Reconsideration (re: 
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order dated April 17, 2017) dated 03 May 2017) with Opposition Ad 


Cautelam (To: Motion for Reconsideration (Re: Order dated April 17, 2017) 
dated 03 May 2017) dated May 26, 2017 asking the court to issue an order 
compelling potential deponent Juliette Romualdez to answer the written 
interrogatories dated 22 October 2015. Juliette Romualdez filed her reply 
dated June 9, 2017. 


Compliance dated July 26, 2017 was filed Juliet Romualdez. 


GR No. 180350 - TMEE vs. The SB 

GR No. 205186 - FPHC vs. the PCGG 

GR No. 222919 - RP vs. Benjamin Romualdez 

GR No. 223237 - FPHC vs. The SB/PCGG et al 

Motion to Correct the Prayer contained in respondents’ Rejoinder Ad 
Cautelam (with Leave of Court) dated October 30, 2017 dated November 8, 
2017 filed by Juliette G. Romualdez and the Heirs of Benjamin Kokoy 


| apnea 











122) RTC | UCPB vs. San Pablo Manufacturing 


CC-12-1251 


Corp., PCGG, et al. 








Petition for Declaratory Relief 


On 28 December 2012, UCPB filed a Petition for Declaratory Relief before the 
RTC of Makati asking for the declaration of its rights and duties in 
connection with its ownership of equity investments made by the CHF-OMG 
more particularly in the 14 CHF Holding Companies and SMC shares 
registered in said companies. 


PCGG elevated the case to the Supreme Court under GR No. 209447 on 29 


October 2013 in view of the denial of its Motion to Dismiss. 


Ina Resolution dated 12 March 2014, the Supreme Court, in G.R. No. 209447 

(PCGG’s Petition for Certiorari in connection with the denial of its Motion to 
Dismiss declaratory relief filed by UCPB), issued a Temporary Restraining 
Order enjoming respondent from proceeding with the hearing on the 
petition for declaratory relief. 





In a Decision dated 11 August 2015, the Supreme Court dismissed the 
| petition for declaratory relief. 
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123) RTC | United Coconut Planters Life | Petition for Declaratory Relief -T On 28 December 2012, Cocolife filed a Petition for Declaratory Relief before 
CC-12-1252 | Assurance Corporation vs. San the RTC of Makati asking for the declaration of its rights and duties in 
Pablo Manufacturing Corp., PCGG, connection with its ownership of equity investments made by the CIIF-OMG 
et al. more particularly in the 14 CUF Holding Companies and SMC shares 
registered in said companies. 
PCGG filed a Motion to Dismiss on 25 February 2013 which the court denied 
in an Order dated 15 May 2013. The denial was elevated to the Supreme 
Court under docket no. G.R. No. 210901. 
In a Resolution dated 26 February 2014, the Supreme Court issued a 
Temporary Restraining Order enjoining RTC Branch 59 of Makati City from 
proceeding with the hearing on the petition for declaratory relief. 
In a Decision dated 11 August 2015, the Supreme Court dismissed the 
: _| petition for declaratory relief., ti 
mre AS ¢ 
124. Spec | In the matter of the Intestate Estate Intestate proceedings 3 a S e w H oe n $ m : fene gee a ncseding Ta 
Proc No. 13- of the Late Andres V. Genito ere is a ina etermination y the Sandiganbayan as to the ownership o 
2400 | E the properties included in the estate. ‘| 
RTC | Complaint filed on 24 November 2014. Pending litigation. 
125. Civil | Jesus P. Disini vs. RP and PCGG Collection of Damages and Attorney’s Fees 
Case No. 14- With a pending Petition for Certiorari filed with Sandiganbayan on the 
121 denial of the RP and PCGG’s motion to dismiss. 
CA-GR CV No. 109822 (Jesus P. Disini vs. RP and PCGG) - Notice to File 
Brief dated Nov. 28, 2017 
ra T pE —— =a 
126. GR No Confedaration of Coconut Farmers Prohibition under Rule 65 with The Supreme Court, ina Resolution dated 30 June 2015, issued a Temporary 
217965 Organizations of the Philippines vs. Application for Injunctive Writ Restraining Order enjoining the implementation of EO Nos. 179 and 180. 
Pres. B. S. Aquino, et al. OSG filed Motion Ad Cautelam to Lift TRO on 7 September 2015. 
On 8 August 2017, the Supreme Court promulgated a Decision partially 
granting the petition and declared that Section 6, Section 7, Section 8 and 
Section 9 of Executive Order No. 180, series of 2015, are not in conformity with 
law. In tackling the issues presented, the Supreme Court held as follows: 
L n en — = 
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a. On the insistence of petitioners that the CCSF and the CIDF remain 
to be private funds, the Supreme Court reiterated its ruling in the 
COCOFED and Republic declaring the unconstitutionality of Section 5, 
Article II] of PD No. 1468. Accoding to it, both cases settled the public 
nature of coconut levvy funds, which included the CCSE and the CIDF, and 
that the most compelling reasons to treat coconut levy funds as public funds 
are the fact that it was raised through the State's taxing power and it was for 
the development of the coconut industry as a whole and not merely to 
benefit individual farmers. Thus, the characterization of PD 1234 of coconut 
levy funds, including CCSF and CIDF, as public funds stands. 


b. On the issue that the release of coconut levy assets violates the 
authority of the Judiciary to execute its final and executory decisions, the 
Supreme Court held that execution being a remedy afforded by law for the 
enforcement of judgment, the winning litigant has the option to avail it in 
case the judgment cannot be enforced. Tt was never meant to be a pre- 
requisite before a judgment may be enforced. Thus, with the finality of the 
COCOFED decision, the government may take the necessary steps fo 
preserve the coconut levy funds and be able to utilize them. The courts are 
not deprived of its power to issue writs of execution because the 
government may do so in case it encounters obstacles in the enforcement of 
the decision. 


c: © - The Supreme Court also held that EO 179 does not create a new 
special fund but merely reiterate that revenues arising out of or m 
connection with the privatization of coconut levy funds:shall be deposited in 
the SAGF, and that an automatic appropriation law is not necessarily 
unconstitutional for as along as there are clear legistlative parameters on 
how the amounts appropriated are to be disbursed. 


It went further by explaining that EO 179 and 180 appears to have been 
executed within the legislative perameters set by COCOFED. PD 1234, 
however, does not actually provide a mechanism for how the SAGF is to be 
disbursed, and thus, the assailed issuances do not just implement PD 1234 
but implement PD 755 and 1468 as well. While Sections 2 and 3, Article IM, 
of PD 1468 provides the specific purpose for how the CCSF and CIDF should 
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be utilized, Section 3 (e) thereof provides that any remaining balance may be 
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used by UCPB to purchase shares and stocks related to the coconut industry 
as prescribed in Section 9 thereof. , 


According to the Supreme Court, that provision of PD 1468 is simply too 
broad to limit the amount of spending that may be done by the implementing 
authority. Considering that no statute provides for specific parameters on 
how the SAGF may be spent, Congress must first provide a law for the 
disbursements of the funds, in line with its constitutional authority. The 
absence of the requisite legislative authority in the disbursement of public 
funds cannot be remedied by executive fiat” And for that reason, Sections 
6, 7, 8 and 9 of EO 1801 were declared void because they are not in 
conformity with the law as the President went beyond the authority 


delegated by law in the disbursement of the coconut levy funds. 
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RTC i l Petition was filed in July 2015 to restrain the public bidding of the Payanig 

127. R-QZN- | Alyansa ng Mga Makabayang | Petition for Injunction with prayer for TRO properties. Respondents filed a Motion to Dismiss which was granted by 

15-06206 CV | Pilipino Tungo sa Pag-Unlad, Inc. and/or Writ of Preliminary Injunction ihe RTC in a Resolution dated 18 August 2015. MR was recently filed by the 
| vs. PCGG, IRC and MPLDC Alyansa. £ 




















1 Section 6. Approval of Roadmap. The PCA, in coordination with the Office of the Presidential Assistant for Food, Security, and Agricultural Modernization, is hereby directed to 
develop and submit the Roadmap, for the approval of the President. 


Section 7. Funding Source. The initial funding for the Roadmap shall be sourced from the money and funds constituting the Coconut Levy and Coco Levy Assets. 
The initial funding shall be released upon approval of the Roadmap by the President, and upon compliance with all existing applicable laws and budgetary, accounting, and 
auditing rules and regulations. 


Section 8. Utilization of Funds. The funds, once released, shall be utilized by the PCA together with the government agencies involved in the Roadmap only for the purpose for 
which such funds have been allocated and released, and in all cases only for the benefit of the coconut farmers and for the development of the coconut industry. 

The PCA shall prepare a monthly cash program and shall render an annual report to the President, which shall be considered in the preparation of the annual budget for the 
Roadmap. 


Section 9. Implementing Rules. The PCA may issue such implementing rules and regulations as may be necessary to ensure the fulfillment of its mandate and the purposes of this 
Order. 

To ensure the implementation, coordination, and integration of national efforts and programs towards the total development of the coconut industry for the ultimate benefit of the 
coconut farmers, the PCA, in carrying out its responsibilities, shall conduct consultations with the coconut farmers, farm workers and other key stakeholders. Government 
agencies shall extend such assistance to the PCA as may be necessary for the successful implementation of this Order. 
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L | 
RTC | an i 
o No 2 P is eee oe ag to Cancel Annotation of Adverse In a Decision dated 8 February 9015, the RTC cancelled the annotated 
i ; i I O. PCGG fil Motion f 
8187 on TCT Nos. 011-2011000377, 011- EN of PCGG on the TCTs of PIMEC PCGG filed a Motion for 
2011000378, and 011-2011000379 of oes 
the Register of Deeds of Pasig | 
129 > 
CAGRNo. | BLEMP Commercial of the Phils., Annulment of Judgment under Rule 47 of . ; Sis : : 
440155 Inc. vs. PCGG, et al. the Rules of Court. TRO denied but the ROD directed to cause the annotation of lis 
pendens upon RCT No. 337158 (Payanig property) in a Resolution 
GR No. promulgated on July 14, 2015. OSG moved for the partial 
233398 - reconsideration thereof. 
PCGG and 
MPLDC vs. 7 Answer dated 12 August 2015 was filed by OSG/ PCGG. 
BLEMP Í 
Commer) CR No. 233398 - PCGG and MPLDC vs. BLEMP Commercial of the 
of the aber 
Philippi Philippines, Inc. 
I pal eo Petition for Review on Certiorari dated Sept. 26, 2017 
nc. | 
| RTC l Ronino Palomares vs. PCGG, IRC i 
130. Civil | and MPLDC Injunction (on the public bidding of . 
; : Pending 
Case No. Payanig properties) 
74875 
L 2 ae 
131. Isidro Perez, et al. vs. PCGG, Verified Petition/Complaint for Peaceful 
Philcomsat Possession, Cultivation and Enjoyment Petition/Complaint filed in September 2015 before the DARAB. PCGG is in 
with Application for the Issuance of TRO | the process of filing its Answer. 
and/or WPI or Status Quo Ante _| 
132. 
(formerly Johnny Uy vs. BAIS ind. et.al Dismissed. 
SEC-01-713) | 
i | P t to P.D. No. 634 issued on 07 January 1975, as amended by 
. i : eee _. ursuant to P.v. ; r , as 
133. 86- Manila International Ports | Damages with mandatory injunction PD. No. 1284, the Manila International Port Terminals, Inc. (MIPT) 
| 37673 Terminals, Inc. vs. PPA 
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| was granted a franchise for twenty-five (25) years effective 16 January | 


1978 to operate and manage all facilities, container terminals, 
warehouses, transit sheds, cargo handling equipment and other 
structures at Manila International Port Terminal Complex (MIPTC) 
and to render cargo handling services to shipping lines and other 
requiring the use of said facilities; 


In the implementation of said franchise, MIPTI entered into a 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) with the Philippine Ports 
Authority (PPA) on 01 April 1980; 


On 2 April 1986, MIPTI together with its assets were sequestered by the 
PCGG; 


On 19 July 1986, then President Corazon Aquino issued Executive Order No. 
30 recalling MIPTI’s franchise, and authorized PPA to take over the 
operation and management of the MIPTC,; f 


Thus, on the same day, PPA took over, upon notice to MIPTI alleging 
violation of the provisions of the MOA, the operations and management of 
MIPTC as well as the handling equipment of MIPTI; 


On 20 July 1986, PPA issued a permit to Metrostar Port and Allied Services, 
Inc. for cargo-handling services at the MIPTC for one year ; 


On 23 September 1986, MIPTI commenced a civil action for damages with 
mandatory injunction against the PPA and Metrostar with the Regional Trial 
Court of Manila docketed as Civil Case No. 86-37673; 


On 22 July 1987, PCGG filed Civil Case No. 0010 against Alfredo Romualdez, 
et al. before the Sandiganbayan; 


Meanwhile in October 1987, Metrostar, upon the instructions of PPA, set up 
a guaranty fund with Landbank, Intramuros through which the rental 
payments for MIPTIY’s equipment would be deposited under Account No. 
101-51974-1. 
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On 29 fuly 1987, the RTC ordered that the said funds be re-deposited in the 
names of MIPTI and PCGG, and allowed the payment of attorney's fees of 
25% in favor of MIPTI’s legal counsel, Yap, Apostol and Gumaru, from the 
P27 million deposited as guaranty funds. It was later reduced by the court to 
15%; 


PCGG intervened in said case insofar as the claim for attorney's fees by the 
MIPTI counsel is concerned as the same would be charged from the 
guaranty funds; 


Upon implementation of the order of payment of attorney's fees, PCGG 
answered that the payment of attorney's fees be submitted to the 
Sandiganbayan for its approval since the funds from which the attorney's 
fees will be taken is already in custodia legis as MIPTI is sequestered and 
involved in Civil Case No. 0010; 


Ina Resolution dated 25 August 1992, the Sandiganbayan approved the 
payment thereof as fixed by the RTC. 


After a protracted proceedings in the main case, the Regional Trial Court 
rendered a Decision on 30 April 2003 declaring: (1) FO 30 as 
unconstitutional, (2) PPA takeover of MIPTI’s properties as illegal; and (2) 
ordering PPA to: (a) restore and return to MIPTI possession of its equipment 
and properties, or the payment of P180 Million if it cannot be returned, (b) 
actual damages of P1.5 Million monthly from July 18, 1983 to January 18, 
2003, (c) P1.5 Million as rental for equipment from July 18, 1986 until the 
same are returned or the corresponding value of P180 Million, attorney's 
fees of P500,000.00, etc . 


PPA appealed the decision to the Court of Appeals under CA GR No. 80775 
but the same was affirmed with modifications in the sense that it reduced the 
amount of damages to P19 Million, and that the payment of attorney’s fees 
had already been paid by PCGG. 


The case was elevated to the Supreme Court and is pending to this date. In 
the meantime, the guaranty funds remain deposited with the Land Bank | 
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134. RTC 
CC-04-1049 





Philippine Communications 
Satellite Corporation vs. Philcomsat 
Holdings Corporation, Luis K. 
Lokin, Jr., Enrique L. Locsin and. 
Philip Brodett (PCGG nominees) 





Election in the BODs’ 
Philcomsat 


contest filed by a is an election contest filed by Philcomsat represented by Victor Africa 


praying for the folowing reliefs: 


1. That the proceedings of the Nomination Committee invalidated for 
having violated the Manual of Corporate Governance of defendant PHC; 

2. That the act of the Nomination Committee (NOMELEC) on validating the 
proxy issued in favor of Manuel Nieto and/or defendant Locsin, and in 
invalidating the proxy issued in favor of Africa be annulled; 

3. That the elections held and the proclamation of winners during the 
annual stockholders meeting of defendant PHC held on August 31, 2004 be 
annulled; and f 

4. That the defendant PHC be directed to recognize Africa as the proxy of 
plaintiff Philcomsat, and that he be allowed to vote the shares standing m 
the name of the said plaintiff at subsequent elections for the members of the 
Board of Directors of defendant PHC. 


After trial on the merits, the court in a decision dated October 14, 2006 
rendered judgment invalidating the proxy issued in favor of Manuel Nieto 
and/or defendant Locsin for purposes of the Annual Stockholders’ Meeting 
for the year 2004 and declaring the proxy issued in favor of Victor Africa for 
the said purpose valid. The elections held and the proclamation of winners 
during the annual stockholders’ meeting of defendant PHC held on August 
31, 2004 was annulled. 


Defendant group filed two separate appeals with prayer for issuance of TRO 
and writ of injunction in the CA, first via Petition for Review under Rule 43 
of the Rules of Court docketed under CA GR No. 98097 and the second via 
Petition for Certiorari under Rule 65 of the Rules of Court docket under CA 
GR No. 98399. 


Meanwhile plaintiff filed a Motion for Execution relative to the Decision 
dated October 14, 2006 which was granted by the court in the Order dated 
April 12, 2007 stating: 
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11. the individual elected by defendant Locsin in the 2004 PHC ASM and so | 
‘| proclaimed to be PHC’s Board of Directors and all their representatives or 
agents are enjoined from continuing to act as PHC BODs; 

2. The proxy of plaintiff issued to Victor Africa is declared valid and thus, 
the individuals elected by plaintiff proxy in the 2004 ASM are declared as 
the valid BODs of PHC; and 

3. The defendants are directed to tender an accounting of funds of PHC 
since 2004 up to present within 15 days from the finality of this order. 


A corresponding Writ of Execution dated April 20, 2007 was issued by the 
court. 


The two appeals were consolidated. Thereafter the CA ina Consolidated 
Decision dated promulgated on September 30, 2008 dismissed the petitions. 
An appeal was subsequently filed before the SC docketed under GR No. 
186066 and the same were consolidated with other cases docketed under 
GR. No. 184622 and GR No. 186590. On July 3, 2013, the SC promulgated a 
Consolidated Decision, the denying among others the petition under GR No. 
186066. Further, the SC ordered the Locsin/ Nieto group to render and 
accounting of all the funds and other assets received from the Philippine 
Overseas Telecommunications Corp., PHC and Philcomsat since September 
1, 2004 and to return such funds to the respective corporations within 30 
days from the finality of the decision. Cost of suit to be paid by the 
Locsin/ Nieto group. A Joint MR was filed but denied in a Resolution dated 
October 23, 2013. It became final and executory on March 27, 2014 as per 
Entry of Judgment dated July 21, 2014. 


On August 15, 2016 the Makati RTC issued an Order denying Philcomsat’s 
Ex-parte Motion for Issuance of Alias Writ of Execution dated August 12, 
2015. Instead of filing an MR it filed a Motion for Issuance of Writ of 
Execution dated August 25, 2016 which was granted by the court in the 
Order dated February 20, 2017. A Motion for Reconsideration was filed by 
Locsin dated March 15, 2017 and Luis Lokin dated March 16, 2017. Further, 
the Locsin/ Nieto Group through the OSG filed a Petition for Certiorari and 
Prohibition with Very Urgent Prayer for Issuance of TRO and/or WPI dated 
April 17, 2017 before the CA docketed as CA-G.R. SP No. 150630. 
| Philcomsat filed a Comment dated June 1, 2017. Ina Resolution dated July 
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20, 2017, the parties are directed to file their respective memoranda within | 
15 days from notice. The republic filed a Motion for Extension of Time to 
File Memorandum dated 9 August 2017. Private-respondent Philcomsat 
filed a Memorandum for the Private Respondent dated 11 August 2017. 


In the Order dated May 5, 2017 the RIC Makati denied the Motion for 
Reconsideration filed by Enrique Locsin dated March 15, 2017 and Luis 
Lokin, Jr. dated March 16, 2017 of the Order dated February 20, 2017 and 
Consolidated Opposition filed by plaintiff on April 3, 2017. A Manifestation 
dated June 29, 2017 was filed by the plaintiff adopting its Opposition or 
Comment to the Manifestation with Motion for Clarification dated June 19, 
2019 filed by defendant Philip Brodett. In the Order dated June 30, 2017, the 
Motion for Clarification was submitted for resolution. 


A Manifestation and Motion dated 2 August 2017 was filed by the plaintiff, 
praying for the court to direct the defendants to submit their choice of 
accounting firms from the proposals submitted. Failing which, the 
accounting firm Virgilio R. Santos & Co. be designated to make accounting 
and auditing of the funds of PHC in accordance with the Writ of execution 
and Decision of the SC on the matter. Defendant Enrique Locsin filed a 
Comment/Manifestation dated 14 August 2017 to the plaintiffs 
Manifestation and Motion dated 2 August 2017. 


The Court GRANTED the Manifestation and Motion dated August 2, 2017 
filed by the plaintiff. Defendants are directed to submit their choice of 
accounting firms from the proposals submitted by the palintiff within non- 
extendible period of 5 days from receipt and failure to comply with the said 
directive, the court will act accordingly. 


Urgent Motion for Clarification dated October 4, 2017 : Def Locsin prayed 
that the accounting firms be requested to make a ballpark proposals for the 
work they will be asked to undertake, and to require assurance by plaintiff 
that they are not duplicating what is done in the SB. 


ORDER dated October 6, 2017 : Given 15 days to submit a quotation from 
the 5 auditing firms a ballpark figure on how much def. Locsin will prepare 
and the same period of time given to the counsel for def. Locsin to file its | 














response. 


Manifestation: Attaching copy of the Motion for Reconsideration (of the 
ORDER dated 28 September 2017) dated October 20, 2017. Hearing on the 
Motion for Reconsideration is set on 27 October 2017 at 830 am 


CA GR SP No. 150630 - PCGG and Enrique Locsin vs. Hon. Josefino A. 
Subia as Presiding Judge of Makati City RTC Branch 138, Philcomsat rep 
by Pres. Victor Africa - Counter-Manifestation and Opposition to the 
Motion dated Nov. 3, 2017 filed by Philcomsat 


Opposition to Defendant Brodett’s Motion for Reconsideration dated 
November 3, 2017 filed by plaintiff Philcomsat. 
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Case No. 
2653-R 

RTC Baguio, 
Branch 3 








In Re: Petition for Cancellation 
and/or Lifting of Letter of 
Sequestration Annotated in TCT 
No. T-3034 ; 

C& O Investment and Realty Corp. 
and Miguel Cojuangco, Petitioners 
ys. PCGG and the Office of Register 
of Deeds, Baguio 





Cancellation/ lifting of sequestration 








A Petition dated April 10, 2017 for the cancellation/ lifting of sequestration 
order was filed by C & O investment and Realty Corp. and Miguel 
Cojuangco. Hearing is set on June 23, 2017 at 9:00 am. The PCGG filed a 
Motion for Extension of Time to file Responsive Pleading (Ex Abundanti ad 
Cautelam) while the OSG filed a Motion to Digmiss dated May 30, 2017 on 
behalf of the PCGG. In the Order dated June 16, 2017, the Court directs the 
PCGG and the OSG to consolidate their efforts and agree on who shall 
represent the PCGG in the proceedings and gave 15 days from receipt for 
the PCGG to file the responsive pleading. 


During the June 23 hearing, the OSG lawyer manifested that as PCGG's 
statutory counsel, it will represent PCGG in the case. It also gave petitioner 


10 days within which to respond to PCGG’s Motion to Dismiss. 
Petitioners filed an Opposition to Motion to Dismiss dated July 5, 2017. 


ORDER dated August 25, 2017 : Atty. Figura of Puno and Pefiarroyo Law 
Offices, for the petitioner made a verbal rejoinder to teh reply of the PCGG 
and had the issue of jurisdiction submitted for the Court's resolution. The 
motion to dismiss is now submitted for resolution. 


ORDER dated August 25, 2017 : Atty Figura of Puno and Pefiarroyo Law 
Offices, for the petitioner made a verbal rejoinder to teh reply of the PCGG 
and had the issue of jurisdiction submitted for the Court's resolution. The 
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motion to dismiss is now submitted for resolution. 


ORDER dated Sept. 29, 2017 - The Court DISMISSED the Petition for lack of 
jurisdiction 


| 





736. Civil C & O Investment and Realty 


Case No. Corp. and Miguel O. Cojuangco Petition to cancel writ of sequestration PETITION dated October 24, 2017 
E vs. The PCGG On the premise that the property is not ill-gotten wealth acquired during the 


Marcos regime by Marcos cronies, dummies, etc, and that said property was 
acquired by Spouses Ramon and Imelda Cojuangco in 1955, or about ten (10) 
years before Ferdinand Marcos was elected president of the Republic, the 
said petitioners are challenging PCGG’s act of issuing and annotating a 
Sequestration Letter dated 20 May 1986 on the back of TCT No. T-3034, 
issued by the Registry of deeds of the City of Baguio. Briefly, Petitioners are 
praying for the nullification and/or cancellation of the said annotation. 





The SB, after examining Petition for Nullification/ Cancellation of the Letter 
of Sequestration dated Oct. 24, 2017 filed by C & O Investment and Realty 
Corporation and Miguel O. Cojuangco against the PCGG, the Court finds 
the same to be sufficient in form and substance and directs the respondent to 
| 2 | submit its Answer to said Petition within 15 days. | 





























137.LRC | Inre cancellation of TCT No. T- 


Case No. 
1354 


21, 216 (a.f.) of the Office of the 
Registry of Deeds for the City of 
Iligan, Lanao del Norte, in the 
name of Banahaw Broadcasting 
Corp. and Entry of New 
Certificate of Title in the name 
of Vicente Belmonte Jr and of 
the Register of Deeds of Iligan 


City 


Atty Robert C. Padilla as Atty- 
in-Fact of Vicente F. Belmonte 
Jr. vs. BBC &/or RP by PCGG 
& Register of Deeds of Jligan 
City s 


Cancellation of TCT 


ORDER dated August 10, 2017 

Pros. Shirly Parmisana-Bisnar appeared as rep of OSG. Pending before this 
Court is a Motion to Resolve the Peremptory Issue on Jurisdiction raised by 
the resp and an opposition thereto was filed by petitioner and by reason of 
the fact that Pros. Bisnar was only recently assigned to this case, she 
requested for 15 days toe valuate the issue on jurisdiction, if no comment or 
reply is filed, the incident will be considered for resolution of the Court. 
Case is set on January 25, 2018 at 830am. 





138. GR No. 


(MC12-6566) 





| 
Mandaluyong City Government 


vs. RP rep by PCGG and IRC 





Petition for review on certiorari 


T Motion for Extension of Time to File Petition for Review on Certiorari dated 
11/20/17 


Mandaluyong City Government filed a Petition For Review On Certiorari 
| dated December 20, 2017. 











pomem 


STATUS OF IRC CASES 
December 2017 


piamen 





CASE NO. 


TITLE 


TYPE OF ACTION 


SUBJECT 
PROPERTY 





CURRENT STATUS 

















Per Order dated E November 2016, Aty. Ignacio 





























Ortigas testified and identified his judicial affidavit. 
Senior State Solicitor Sadoy cross-examined the 
witness.Thereafter, Atty.Lee conducted a re-direct 
examination of the said witness. As prayed for by 
Atty.Dee and there being no objection from the 
defendants, let the hearing on November 22 and 23 be 
è cancelled to give his client time to locate _the said 
1) Civil Case No. Ortigas and Co. Limited %1-Feb- Sandiganbay Payanig documents. In the continuation of plaintiff's feception 
0093 Partnership vs. PCGG, APT, 90 an, 2nd Property (18.4 | of evidence dated 27 February 2017, it prayed for the 
Anchor Estate Corp, MPLDC Division hectares) cancellation of hearing and for a re-setting to 17, 18 
and 19 April 2017 at 8:30 a.m. OCLP submitted a 
Revised Judicial Affidavit of Jose Antonio Evangelista 
I dated July 31, 2017. OCLP submitted a Revised 
Judicial Affidavit of Jose Antonio Evangelista II dated 
July 31, 2017. OCLP filed a Motion to Suspend 
Proceedings dated 3 August 2017 based on the parties’ 
willingness the possibility of amicable settlement. 
-! h z Hearing re-set to 9 and 11.October 2017. 
‘| Presidential Commission on i oare 
Good Government and Mid- Pertion tar eo 
Pasis Land Development under Rule 65 seeking Per Resolution dated 26 September 2016, the court 
Corporation vs. | 23-Dec- Supreme to nullify and set Payanig resolved to: 
G.R. No. 221729 Sandipanbayan (First a 15 Court aside the resolution | Property (18.4 | (1) Give due course to the petition and require the 
Divisio n) and Ortigas and dated 20 July 2015 of hectares) parties to submit their respective Memoranda within 
Rena the Sandiganbayan thirty (30) days from notice. 
Company Limited First Division 
_| Partnership _ a, | oe | 
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2 
F 3 th | 
E | Ricardo Silverio, Sr. (on : Reconveyance with . 
behalf of Anchor Estate Sandiganbay prayer to return Payanig 
Civil Case No. 0147 Corp) vs. PCGG, APT 7-Oct-92 an, 2nd possession of Payanig | Property (18.4 | This is consolidated with Civil Case No.0098. 
MPLDC, Ortigas & Co. Division Properties (18.4 hectares) 
Kii i 4 hectares). 
Petition for Certiorari Per Resolution dated 26 September 2016, the court 
G.R. Nos. 199053 Ortigas and Co. Limited 5-Nov- Supreme on the Sandiganbayan Payanig resolved to: 
an 4199058 Partnership vs. PCGG, APT, 1 Court, 2nd Order granting the | Property (18.4 | (1) Give due course to the petition and require the 
Anchor Estate Corp, MPLDC Division summary judgment hectares) parties to submit their respective Memoranda within 
he _| — al against Silverio | apaun (30) days from notice. 
; ferni Petition for Certiorari Per Resolution dated 26 September 2016, the court 
Ricardo Silverio, Sr. (on Sinem the Sandigahnb Pavani ssolyed: to: 
G.R. Nos. 204604 behalf of Anchor Estate 16-Jan- - P eine elie i ayang EN pa : i 
and 204612 Corp}-vs, PCGG APT 13 Court, 3rd Order granting the Property (18.4 | (1) Give due course to the petition and require the 
ania S Division summary judgment hectares) parties to submit their respective Memoranda within 
MPLDC, Ortigas & Co. A ia ; ; 
a against Silverio thirty (30) days from notice. ` 
. L ` . 
P | 
| Petition for Certiorari : | per Resolution dated 26 September 2016, the court 
l Supreme on the Sandiganbayan Payanig resolved to: 
R. ae : - - ° 2 ots : 
GBo Nos, 20498 E a MER S ; ar EN Court, 3rd Order granting the Property (18.4 | (1) Give due course to the petition and require the 
and 204373 Sandiganbayan,First Division 12 ne paar : ; ; : pe 
Division summary judgment hectares) parties to submit their respective Memoranda within 
against Silverio thirty (30) days from notice. 
= 4 =f \— | — 
; 5 s 
BLEMP Commercial of the Petition for Certiorari ; Per Resolution dated 26 September 2016, aoe 
Philippines, Inc. vs. The 3-Nov- rhea on the denial of reyes fovea 
G.R. No. 199031 (2 cee eee Court,2nd š | Property (18.4 (1) Give due course to the petition and require the 
Honorable Sandiganbayan, 11 ae BLEMP's Motion for ; eae ees 
; ete Division : hectares) parties to submit their respective Memoranda within 
First Division, et al. Intervention i i 
thirty (30) days from notice. 
b AE oh z 
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ir a | | T Per Resolution dated 6 January 2017, the respondents’ | 
motion to suspend the 30-day period within which to 
file their Memorandum is denied. Accordingly, the 
disquisition in the 13 October 2016 Resolution 
deeming the instant case submitted for decision after 
the lapse of the 30-day period stands. PCGG and Mid- 
Pasig, then filed a certiorari under Rule 65 before the 
Supreme Court docketed as GR. No. 230301 on 17 
; March 2017 seeking to reverse Resolutions dated 6 
a e aS January 2017 and 13 October 2016 which was 
Presidential Commission on Court of Annulmentoi Pavani dismissed in a resolution dated 24 April 2017. PCGG 
C.A. G.R. No. SP Good Gov t Mid- 27-May- Appeals, d Under Rule | Pr y a j filed a Motion for Reconsideration (of Resolution 
140155 B EO 45 12th Judgment Under Rule | Property (154 | dated 24 April 2017) with Motion to Refer the Case to 
asig Land Development Divisi 47 hectares) Court en B th L f Court) dated 4 July 2017 
Corporation and the Register ccs lene oad m E R ei yy ye 
of Deeds of Pasig City which is pending to this date. Meanwhile, m a 
P Decision promulgated on 27 March 2017 the CA 
: granted the petition for annulment filed by Blemp. 
The Republic filed a Motion for Reconsideration dated 
11 April 2017 which was denied by the CA in a 
Resolution promulgated on 8 August 2017. The OSG 
filed a Motion for Extension of Time to File Petition 
for Review on Certiorari dated 23 August 2017 asking 
a 30 day extension from September 1, 2017 or until 
| wd fs po 1, 2017. - 
2). Civil Case Nos. Tallano-Acop Estate vs. Mid 13-Jun- RTC Branch | Declaration of Nallity Payanig 
68998 Pasig Land Corp and Gold 02 153, Pasig of Title with prayer | Property (18.4 Complaint dismissed per order dated 21 May 2003. 
and 69173 Park City for PI and TRO hectares) 
| | | i CA. denied the consolidated appeals for lack of merit. | 
A motion for reconsideration was filed by plaintiff on 
; : 11 April 2011.0SG filed its comment on 13 June 2011 
C A. G.R. Nos. 82559 o vs Mid | 20.Abr- | Courtof | Appeal onthe May |p a 
and 82836 a e 04 Appeals I oo dismissal | PD 
ark hectares) 







































































4 
EJECIMENT CASES o g a 
| Complaint for 
Unlawful Detainer Pavani 
RP, represented by PCGG, and damages (with ayam 
P and MPLDC vs. Transview application for the Soper Pate 
3) Civil Case No. i i ; 20-Mar- | MTC Branch a ; (13,168 square Dismissed per 15 March 2013 decision of Judge Joy 
Golf Phil., Inc "Transview oes Issuance of a Writ of 
018674 12 72,Pasig City ee meters- Casihan-Dumiao. 
Golf" rep. by Marlon C. Preliminary : 
$ Citygolf 
Dizon Mandatory Plaza) 
Injunction) dated, 

F | | Mar. 12, 2012. l + hes 
RP, represented by PCGG, = noe Per Order dated 12 April 2016, plaintiff-appellant's 
and MPLDC vs. Transview 13-Jun- RTC Branch Appeal of MeTC 13 i is sa) 2 Amended Motion for Issuance of Writ of Execution is 

SCA Case No.3860 Golf Phil., Inc "Transview 43 155, Pasig Branch 72's decision ( ee B e | deemed submitted for resolution because of the 
Golf" rep. by Marlon C. City dated 15 March 2013 Ci e olf defendant-appellee's failure to file its reply despite the 
$ Dizon ityg lapse of thẹ period for filing thereof. 

jen : 4 4 4 Plaza) i 

Dismissed’ per 15 March 2013 decision of Judge Joy 
c laint fo Casihan-Dumlao. Elevated to SC via Rule 45. Per SC 
omp ae Resolution dated August 2, 2017 : - GRANT OSG's 
Unlawful Detainer : . ‘ ; 
| and damages (with Payanig Motion for Extrension of 15 days to file comment on 
4) Civil Case No. RP, represented by PCGG, MTC Branch = Solieakon for the Property the petition for review on certiorari, - NOTE 
018675 Elevated to and MPLDC vs. Augustus | 20-Mar- ‘ PP : (13,168 square | petitioners reply to the comment on the petition for 
; ; 2 72, Pasig Issuance of a Writ of ; ; : pen : ; : 
SC: G.R. Nos. Albert V. Martinez, "Uncle 12 Ci z Preliminar meters- review on certiorari w/ manifestation, m compliance 
 224438-40 Moe's Shawarma Hub" y y Citygolf with the Reso dated Dec. 7, 2016, - Require OSG to 
Mandatory ape : : 
À Plaza) SUBMIT within 5 days from notice soft copy in 
Injunction) dated i : mine th F file of 
Mar. 12, 2012 compact disc, USB or email containing the PDF file o 
ee, at the signed motion for extension of time to file reply 
; pursuant to A. M. Nos. 10-3-7-SC and 11-9-4 SC 

Per Order dated 2 May 2016,the Manifestation and 
Payanig Motion filed by defendant-appellee was granted and 
RP, represented by PCGG, RTC Branch Appeal of MeTC Property the proceedings in the fase are suspended pending 
and MPLDC vs. Augustus 13-Jun- i ; a (13,168 square | final resolution of movant's petition for certiorari with 

SCA Case No.3861 i s 155, Pasig Branch 72's decision i i ee 
Albert V. Martinez, "Uncle 13 Ci dated 15 March 2013 meters- the Court of Appeals. There's a pending petition 
Moe's Shawarma Hub" = 7 Citygolf before the SC docketed as G.R. No. 224438-40 
Plaza) (consolidated with 3867 and 3868). RP filed a Reply 

if | | |_with Manifestation dated 24 February 2017. al 

















D. | as a Gee m opm r~ 
Ẹ t t é i 
5 
=ý — 
Augustus Albert V. Court of Appeal on the May Payang DE 
: ‘ Property Per Decision dated 23 May 2016,the instant petition Is 
Martinez, "Uncle Moe's Appeals, 30,2014 Order $ aa ; 
C.A. G.R. SP No. i 18-Jun- ; a (13,168 square | denied.The decision rendered on April 7,2015 and 
Shawarma Hub" vs. Twelfth denying Petitioner's nae : , 
135972 à j 14 ea meters- Resolution issued on 6 July 2015 by the Regional Trial 
Hon.Maria Gracia Cadiz- (12th) Motion for : . 
ee ; Citygolf Court are hereby affirmed. 
Casackang,et al. Division Reconsideration. 
| Plaza) 
oo 7 | 
Per Resolution dated 7 December 2016, the court 
resolves to: 1.) NOTE the manifestation dated 10 
; : fi 
Petton for Reviewon August 2016 by OSG informing the Court of its 
pares undertaking that aside from herein respondents, there 
Certiorari under Rule f i . 
45 which seeks to is a related case involving another arty, T3J, one of the 
ee 3 defendants in the 11 complaints for unlawful detainer, 
review, reverse and na . 
; . which is being represented by the same counsel as 
set aside the follwing: f 
ral decision dated 4 herein respondents; and that on 13 June 2016, in G.R. 
; A : . No.223051 (T3J Multi Resources,Inc. vs.Republic, 
November 2015 which Payanig potent 
represented by the PCGG and MPLDC, this Division 
RP, represented by PCGG, granted the Property : pe ; a otha : 
Supreme : ie denied the petition for review on certiorari for failure 
and MPLDC vs. Augustus consolidated Petition | (13,168 square i : : 
G.R. No. 224438-40 . ; Court, 2nd . pan to sufficiently show any reversible error in the 
Albert V. Martinez, "Uncle eae for Certiorari filed by meters- f gr 
: ‘i Division : : asssailed judgment; 2) NOTE the counter- 
Moe's Shawarma Hub respondents in SCA City golf ; ; ; 
; manifestation with leave dated 5 September 2016 to 
3861,3867 and 3868. Plaza) : ; ; ; 
. the foregoing manifestation, filed by counsel for 
(2) resolution dated 14 , 
April 2016 denyin respondents; 3.) GRANT 
P R motion eo the motion of respondents for first and second 
P ; ; extension totalling 35 days from 15 September 2016 
reconsideration of the ae 3 me 
ee within which to file comment on the petition for 
decision dated 4 f er . 
November 2015 review on certiorari; and (4.) NOTE aforesaid 
` comment dated 19 October 2016 on the petition and 
require petitioners to file a reply thereto within 10 
days from notice. 
= 2 L L I 
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f TT —] | 
Complaint for 
Unlawful Detainer Pavani 
and damages (with anes 
5) Civil Case No. BE representa oy eee 20-Mar- Ba Branca appurakon ior me (13,168 square | Dismissed per March 15, 2013 decision of Judge Joy 
and MPLDC vs. Salome R. 72, Pasig Issuance of a Writ of ; 
018676 K it 12 ; Ara meters- Casihan-Dumlao. 
Baltazar, "Razon's City Preliminary . 
Citygolf 
Mandatory Plaza) 
Injunction) dated 
Mar. 12, 2012. 
hs | al 
Payanig 
Property 
RE serene by TECG: 13-Jun- Nee Branch Appeal os Mor (13,168 square | The Notice of Change of Address was noted in the 
SCA Case No. 3877 and MPLDC vs. Salome R. 13 268, Pasig Branch 72's decision pars April 30,2014 Order of Judge Nicanor Manalo, Jr 
Baltazar, "Razon's" City dated 15 March 2013 E P É 8 aa 
Citygolf 
g Plaza) . 
ia ; Hi Complaint for i= ; E 
Unlawful Detainer Pavani 
and damages (with Bos 
6) Civil Case No. BP, represented by PECI, 20-Mar- ales Branch E oe thie (13,168 square | Dismissed per March 15, 2013 decision of Judge Joy 
and MPLDC vs. Paolo M. 72, Pasig Issuance of a Writ of ; 
018677 : M 12 is ae meters- Casihan-Dumlao. 
Olives "Golfworx City Preliminary ; 
Citygolf 
Mandatory Plaza) 
Injunction) dated 
| _l Mar. 12, 2012. 
ile ae aa] 
Payanig 
Property 
RP, represented by PCGG, RTC Branch Appeal of MeTC . f siryt 
SCA Case No.3863 | and MPLDCvs. Paolo M. | PJ | 157,Pasig | Branch 72's decision Ca he ee ee 
Olives "Golfworx" City dated 15 March 2013 PP i a ; 
Citygolf 
Plaza) 
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Complaint for 
Unlawful Detainer 
































RP, represented by PCGG, A Payanig 
and MPLDC vs. Innovative and ee m Property 
7} Civil Case No. Bar and Restaurant Concepts, | 20-Mar- | MTC Branch app CA (13,168 square | Dismissed per March 15, 2013 decision of Judge Joy 
; eee Issuance of a Writ of : 
018678 In. (Bugsy's Bar and 12 72,Pasig City Preliminar meters- Casihan-Dumlao. 
Restaurant) rep. by Pres. y Citygolf 
Perry Ceasar G. Quimbo Maney Plaza) 
` Injunction) dated 
| Mar. 12, 2012. 
RP, represented by PCGG, Payanig 
and MPLDC vs. Innovative Property 
Bar and Restaurant Concepts, | 13-Jun- ae Pah AP MEI (13,168 square | Per Order dated 18 June 2014, Motion to Dismiss 
SCA Case No.3862 i 157,Pasig Branch 72's decision ; : 
In. (Bugsy's Bar and 13 Ci E dated 15 March 2013 meters- Appeal was deemed submitted for Resolution. 
Restaurant) rep. by Pres. y Š Citygolf 
| Perry Ceasar G. Quimbo | 2p Plaza) 
Complaint for? 
Unlawful Detainer Pavanig 
RP, represented by PCGG, and damages (with cee 
8) Civil Case No. ana ME coy 20-Mar- | MTC Branch BPEHCaHON TOE the (13,168 square | Dismissed per March 15, 2013 decision of Judge Joy 
Dev. Corp. (City Golf Plaza) oe Issuance of a Writ of : 
018679 : ; 12 72 Pasig City ae meters- Casihan-Dumlao, 
rep. by its Pres. Raoul Preliminary | Citygolf 
Lachica Mandatory Piusa) 
Injunction) dated Mar. 
12, 2012. 
: Pavani Per Order dated 10 July 2014, the Motion for Partial 
RP, represented by PCGG, pe. ae 5 Reconsideration and Supplement to Motion for Partial 
and MPLDC vs. City Golf 13-Jun- RTC Branch Appeal of MeTC (13,1 ee Š T Reconsideration (with Leave) were denied for lack of 
SCA Case No.3867 Dev. Corp. (City Golf Plaza) 13 67, Pasig Branch 72's decision pees merit. There's a pending petition before the SC 
rep. by its Pres. Raoul City dated 15 March 2013 Citycolf docketed as G.R. No. 224438-40 (consolidated with 
Lachica a 3861 and 3868). RP filed Reply with Manifestation 
a) dated 24 February 2017. 
ze Ee 
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pee gez T = 
Payanig 
P O 
ER p a E Court of Te k ly Property Per Decision dated 23 May 2016,the instant petition is 
C.A. G.R. SP No. Dev. Corp. (Cit Cat pineay |15-Aug- | Appeals, | denying M rder = | (13,468 square | denied.The decision rendered on April 7,2015 and 
136895 POPA ) 14 16th al a aa meters- Resolution issued on July 6,2015 by the Regional Trial 
repebyit: Pres Rapu Division Partal Citygolf Court are hereby affirmed 
Lachica Reconsideration. ee y í 
L a |_ 2S | L + io 
Complaint for 
Unlawful Detainer ere 
and damages (with Sanh 
9) Civil Case Be te precenig by eae 20-Mar- yee pene appre 1e (13,168 square | Dismissed per March 15, 2013 decision of Judge Joy 
No.018680 and MPLDC vs. Anne Sirikit 12 72 , Pasig Issuance of a Writ of meters Casihan-Dumlao z 
i Del Mundo, "Angel's Pizza" City Preliminary a ae : 
Mandatory ae 
Injunction) dated 
Mar. 12, 2012. 
a 
i at E T =] | 
: Per decision dated 23 January 2015, Judge Rowena De 
Payanig 3 
Proper Juan Quinagoran reversed and set aside the March 
RP, represented by PCGG, 13Jun- RTC Branch Appeal of MeTC (13,1 Ha 5 La 45,2013 decision of Branch 72, Pasig City. A new 
SCA Case No.3864 and MPLDC vs. Anne Sirikit 43 166,Pasig Branch 72's decision pie “judgment is rendered in favor of the plaintiffs- 
Del Mundo, "Angel's Pizza". City dated 15 March 2013 Citycolf appellants. Defendant-aapellee was likewise ordered 
Pes to pay unpaid rents from September 2008-July 31, 2012 
1 plus costs of the suit. 
ae 





















































9 
| T T Complaint for 
l Unlawful Detainer f 
‘tnd MPLDC ws. Barcino and damages (wih | property 
10) Civil Case Corp. rep by its Officers 20-Mar- | MTC Branch No a (13,168 square | Dismissed per March 15, 2013 decision of Judge Joy 
No.018681 Francisco Alabart Sedo 12 |72 Pasig City = eae meters- | Casihan-Dumlao. 
(Chairman) and Jose Larger is da ar Citygolf 
Gregori (Pres) Injunction) dated Plaza) 
Mar. 12, 2012. 
Lo —] ~ Bi : | 
, represente ; ayani 
RP, rep ted by PCGG Payanig Jf 
and MPLDC vs. Barcino Property 
; wae) RTC Branch Appeal of MeTC 
SCA Case No. 3874 ee pecan ead 268, Pasig | Branch 72's decision See Dismissed per decision dated 13 January 2014. 
(Chairman) and Jose Larger way dated DN aul Citygolf 
L dbs Gregori (Pres) | Plaza) | 
‘ . gi Complaint for z 
i ond MELDC vs, Geek's New Unlawful Detainer | payanig 
York Pizzeria Tre (Brookly n An na eo Pros er 5 
ss ena! 23 ; ; y MTC Branch application for the perty T : ny 
11) Civil Case Pizza), rep. by the Board of j 20-Mar- 72 Pasi Issdance of a Writof (13,168 square | Dismissed per March 15, 2013 decision of Judge Joy 
No.018682 Dir. George Kho, Richard 12 Ci 8 Bue een ABS meters- Casihan-Dumilao. 
Kho, Alex O. Kho, Myra O. y Man AE Citygolf 
Kho, Rodin De Ocampo and Injunction) dated Plaza) 
Kenneth Kho. n 42,2012 
L Eesi L 4 ar. 12, 2012. —- j 
Ee A Me nme Per Order dated 10 July 2014, the Motion for Partial 
vs k Pizzeri : i c (Brooklyn nes a 8 Reconsideration and Supplement to Motion for Partial 
= eph Ta Boar d r 13-Jun- RTC Branch Appeal of MeTC (13,1 me Š RAN Reconsideration (with Leave) are denied for lack of 
SCA Case No. 3868 iia one ie Richard 43 67, Pasig Branch 72's decision ee merit. There's a pending petition before the SC 
Kho, Alex O. Kho, Myra O. at SA Citygolf Ga ne eet an sonra 
Kho, Rodin De Ocampo and Plaza) date 24 February 9017 pY l 
Kenneth Kho. a y 























10 
a 
a Appeal on the July Faves ` i : heer 
Geek's New York Pizzeria Court of 10,2014 Order Property Per Decision dated 23 May 2016,the instant petition is 
C.A. G.R. SP 136896 Inc. (Brooklyn Pizza) vs. RP, | 18-Aug- Appeals, enye Petitioner's (13,168 square | denied.The decision rendered on April 7,2015 and 
represented by PCGG, and 14 Special 9th Motion for Partial meters- Resolution issued on July 6,2015 by the Regional Trial 
MPLDC Division à i Citygolf Court are hereby affirmed. 
Reconsideration. 
Plaza) 
RP, represented by PCGG, Complaint for | 
and MPLDC vs. Tijuana's Unlawful Detainer Pavanig 
Mexican Grill Corp rep by and damages {with 7a O 
members of its board of MTC Branch application for the POPAT RE 
12) Civil Case di Iv Michael 20-Mar- 79 p: Pa i fa Writ of (13,168 square | Dismissed per March 15, 2013 decision of Judge Joy 
No.018683 PE ects 12 ee a Aiea meters- Casihan-Dumlao. 
Floro, Tyrone E. Corcuera, City Preliminary Citygolf 
Mary Ann Arcega-Dy, Mandatory Plaza) 
Bettina Hong and Cristina Injunction) dated 
Hong in Mar. 12, 2012. 
> — 
ooo gi T 
RP, represented by PCGG, 
and MPLDC vs. Tijuana's Payanig 
Mexican Grill Corp rep by : Property 
members of its board of 13-Jure RTC Branch Appeal of MeTC (13,168 square Per Order dated 22 May 2015, the Motion for 
SCA Case No.3865 directors namely Michael 13 167,Pasig Branch 72's decision hetera Reconsideration filed by Plaintiffs was considered 
Floro, Tyrone E. Corcuera, City dated 15 March 2013 Citygolf submitted for resolution. 
Mary Ann Arcega-Dy, Plaza) 
Bettina Hong and Cristina 
Hong 
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p EJ gi o] | Respondent filed their Opposition (To Petitioner's 
Motion for Reconsideration dated 13 June 2016) on 
August 10,2016 praying that the petitioner's Motion 
É . ot n 
RP, represented by PCGG, for Reconsideration of the decision promulgated on 23 
ey May 2016 be denied for utter lack of merit. Ina 
and MPLDC (Petitioner) vs. i ; 
& i ; ; Payanig Resolution promulgated on 20 January 2017, the CA 
Tijuana's Mexican Grill Corp = : ; ; 
= Dy members OF ile board Court of Appeal on (1) Property denied the Motion for Reconsideration. RP elevated 
C.A. G.R.SP oe SEAE Michael 14-Aug- Appeals, Decision dated 7 April | (13,168 square | the case to the Supreme Court docketed as GR No. 
No.142053 Floro, Tyrone E I 15 Manila, 15th 2015 and (2) Order meters- 230115. Respondents were required to comment 
aes ; ’ Division date 6 July 2015 City golf within 10 days from notice per SC resolution dated 21 
Mary Ann Arcega-Dy, : : : : 
; ee Plaza) June 2017. Respondents filed a Motion for Extension 
Bettina Hong and Cristina f Time dated 16 August 2017 
Hong(Respondent) rang su ` 
R-PSG-17-00520-SC - Tarraco Group, Inc. vs. Hon. 
Ebora MIC Branch 71/PCGG/MPLDC -— Reply to 
| _| | B Comment dated October 30, 2017 filed by Tarraco | 
RP, represented by PCGG, : : 
and MPLDC vs. T3J Multi- Complaint for 
i Unlawful Detainer : 
Resources, Inc. "The Reserve : Payanig 
Liquor Lounge", rep by and damages (i Property 
13) Civil Case board of directors 20-Mar- pes -> iad aera ae f (13,168 square | Dismissed per March 15, 2013 decision of Judge joy 
No.018684 Kristofferson S. Gonzales, 12 ee creer eae meters- Casihan-Dumiao. 
: City Preliminary : 
Tyrone Eusebio Corcuera, Citygolf 
. Mandatory 
Ryan Vincent E. Corcuera, ; , Plaza) 
Injunction) dated 
Teodor M. Camacho V and Mar. 12, 2012 
Jan Vincent L. Naval Brine f 
k a m e es L 1 
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F i T | 
RP, represented by PEGG, 
and MPLDC vs. T3J Multi- 
Resources, Inc. "The Reserve Payanig 
; < u by. j _ th td d th 
Liquor Lounge , rep by RTC Branch Appeal of MeTC Property Per Order dated 27 April 2015 e Cour eferre e 
2 y Board of Directors 13-Jun- : SA (13,168 square | rendition of judgment in view of the Petition for 
SCA Case No.3866 : 268, Pasig Branch 72's decision : ae ae p 
Kristofferson S. Gonzales, 13 Ci dated 15 March 2013 meters- Certiorari with Application for TRO and Writ of 
Tyrone Eusebio Corcuera, y ° ae Citygolf Preliminary Injunction. 
Ryan Vincent E. Corcuera, Plaza) 
Teodor M. Camacho V and 
a Jan Vincent L. Naval 
LE: | 4 a 4 | 
T3J Multi-Resources, Inc. 
"The Reserve Liquor ; . : Petitioner, by counsel, filed their Manifestation, that a 
L 4 Certiorari under Rule Payanig f i 
ounge", rep by board of . : . eee copy of the Notice of Resolution and attached 
; f Fifth 65 with Application Property : . 
directors Kristofferson S. piers Resolution promulgated on 16 February 2016 was 
C.A. G.R. SP NO. . 13-Apr- Division, for Temporary (13,168 square ; ; oe 
Gonzales, Tyrone Eusebio eae received by Atty.Teodorico Fernandez by registered 
140083 : 15 Court of Réstraining Order and meters- . 
Corcuera, Ryan Vincent E. aa Writ of Prelimi Cityeolf mail on 1 March 2016. It respectfully prayed that the 
Corcuera, Teodor M. ppeats i Ini i á mary R Manifestation be duly noted in compliance with the 
Camacho V and Jan Vincent NEES ara) requirement of the Honorable Court. 
| L. Naval | 4 
T3} Multi-Resources, Inc. apes Tor Son 
i ; Certiorari under Rule 
The Reserve Liquor : ae 3 
Lounge", rep by board of 45 with application Payanig 
: rer for temporary Property Per Resolution dated 14 September 2016, the Court 
directors Kristofferson 5. Supreme a ji , aes 
: 8-Apr- restraining order and | (13,168 square resolved to deny the motion with finality, no 
G.R. No.223051 Gonzales, Tyrone Eusebio Court, 2nd : T : ; 
; 16 ate writ of preliminary meters- substantial argument having been adduced to warrant 
Corcuera, Ryan Vincent E. Division oe : a 3 f ; 
. injunction assailing Citygolf the reconsideration sought. 
Corcuera, Teodor M. 
; the September 30,2015 Plaza) 
Camacho V and Jan Vincent A 
decision and February 
L. Naval 
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pi 16,2016 Resolution 
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$ t t H i i f 7 E y% iad e ad ae. oe k gor oo oon ae ‘an poms 
13 
br ay | Per Notice of Hearing dated 5 January 2017, the 
parties are notified that there is a scheduled hearing 
on 20 February 2017 at 8:30 A.M. on the Motion for 
Issuance of Writ of Execution. In the Order dated 20 
February 2017, the plaintiff is given fifteen (15) days 
from 20 February 2017 to file its Reply if necessary to 
defendant's Manifestation and Urgent Motion which 
the court considered as the defendant's 
Payanig comment/ objection to the Motion for Issuance of Writ 
nee RP, represented by PCGG, MeTC Complaint for Property of Execution. Meanwhile Tarraco filed a petition for 
) Civil Case and MPLDC vs. Tarraco AJun14| Branch71 Unlawful Detai (13,168 square | Certiorari with application for Writ of Preliminary 
No.20979 Group, Inc. (formerly Barcino Jan ee a ee meters- Injunction & Temporary Restraining Order before the 
Bes y Pasig City and damages 3 J ; porary = 
Deli Corporation) > S Citygolf RTC Pasig 157 docketed as R-PSG-17-00520 dated 4 
Plaza) February 2017. The hearing on TRO is set on 16 
March 2017 at 8:30 a.m. For failure of Tarraco's lawyer 
to appear in the 16 March 2016 hearing, the case was 
: : archived. In the Resolution: dated 27 March 2017, the 
' court granted Plaintiff's "Motion for Execution. 
Hearing on the Application for WPI and/or TRO is set 
on 15 June 2017 at 10:00 am. The Republic filed its 
Comment dated 21 July 2017 to the Petition dated 14 
, + = February 2017. - 
RP, represented by PCGG, Payanig 
eee and MPLDC vs. Autobay 28- MeTC Complaint for Property Per Order dated 9 Sperone 2017, both counsels 
. Civil Case Manila Corporation and Mavo: Branch 69 Unlawful Detainer (13,168 square | appeared on the hearing on the Motion for Marking of 
No.021598 Gene Dela Cruz and all other y SAE meters- Additional Evidence and considered submitted for 
e aa 15 Pasig City and damages : : 
persons claiming rights and _ Citygolf resolution. 
miter nder the 
= interests under them al sue | acl Sea 
; . R pa ge as 0 GOLD PARK AREA =. 0 
beta RS epeen by Cee MTC Branch RRP gii Gold Faik Defendant filed its Motion to Suspend Execution 
Civil Case No. 12744 | Gold Park, Inc. represented 5-Jan-07 JR Unlawful Detainer Area (11,000 |5 . 
bv Emmanuel Zapanta 72,Pasig City dd tet Proceedings on 19 March 2015. 
y Er p and damages sq. meters) 
L~- | __ nl 
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SCA Case No. 3524- . 16-Dec- ae eas Appeal on MeTC's Gold Tark Motion to Dismiss denied per Order dated June 
Republic vs. Gold Park, Inc. 265, Pasig a ae Area (11,000 
PSG 10 : dismissal. 4,2014. 
City sq. meters) 
|— — iz L - - - 4 
| Appeslouthetal GPI filed their Memorandum on 26 March 2015. 
Gold Park,Inc. vs. Republic ae 2013 Ord y Gold Park Counsel for defendant filed her Withdrawal of 
C. A. G.R. S.P. No. of the Philippines 11-Jul- Court of m ine R ; T t Area (11,000 Appearance on 31 March 2015..Per Resolution dated 
135991 (Presidential Commission on 14 Appeals gran E aes enhy Te ie 17 March 2015, the Motion for Time filed by Petitioner 
Good Government) R s = - SAES S „as well as the Motion for Extension filed by the Office 
| pas acd arp Ok | of the Solicitor General were granted. 
- A = 
Petition for Certiorari Respondentby counsel, filed their Comment and 
= Hf es ia Opposition on 22 April 2016, with prayer that the 
Pe oe i court deny the motion for reconsideration for being a 
oul rin a ii mere scrap of paper undeserving of judicial 
RP represented by PCGG vs. 5,2014, fai cadra | copra and for ladk ot mepi and mat ue Drea 
SCA Case No.4071 | Gold Park, Inc. represented | 5-Jan-07 MTC Branch |  272015and March | Area (11,000 dated 27 January 2016 be affirmed and che 
by Emmanuel Zapanta 72,Pasig City 27 2015 for bein sq. meters) just or equitable under the premises are likewise 
y P FN d with 8 : prayed for. In the Order dated 3 February 2017, the 
ee ae To Court denied the Motion for Reconsideration of the 
3 pera eei = Order dated 27 January 2016. Petitioner then filed a 
ENES rake if ee Motion to Resolve dated 9 March 2017 asking that the 
a a aa merits of the case be resolved. , 
alt 4 4 rs 
| — Per Certification issued by Atty. Sheldon Melanio 
; Singson (Clerk of Court V) of Marikina RTC Branch 
m ine Leet Re 168, court records of SCA No.2115 is no longer 
and Thai-in-a-Box,Inc. VS. 2-Mar- RTC Branch Interpleader, Pavani eres ai Aas ee oF these totaly 
15). 2115 Gold Park Inc., Mid-Pasig 168, Pasig | Declaratory Relief and yanig a bake 7- 
i 01 ; BDE Property 
Land Development Corp. City Consignation à 
IRC Group of Companies 
and Patricia Bañez 

































































; uk 2 2007 
16) SCACaseNo. | MCHomeDepot.incvs. | 15-Nov- | 5 PR rne E a a pene ae 
2896 Pasig Printing Corp. et al 05 152 ,Pasig Interpleader Property and affirmed in the denial of Motion tor 
2 a f City P Reconsideration on 6 August 2008. 
__ _ ey diz — 
Per July 22,2013 Resolution of C.A. 2nd Division: 
Appeal on RTC's "Entry of Judgment of the Court's October 3,2012 
Court of dismissal (June (Orders dated 29 June 2007 dismissing the 
C. A. G.R. CV No. MC Home Depot, Inc vs. 9-Sep- Appeals, 29,2007 Order and Payanig interpleader action and 6 August 2008 of RTC Branch 
92633 Pasig Printing Corp., et al. 08 Special 15th | August 6, 2008 denial Property 152 denying Motion for Reconsideration on 29 June 
Division of Motion for 2007 order were AFFIRMED in toto) Decision is 
Reconsideration) ordered, the same having become final and executory 
on October 29,2012." 
| _ = i E J 
Mid Pasig Land Dev. Corp Petition for Certiorari j 
vs. Hon. Esperanza Fabon- Court of on Orders dated , 
17) C.A. G.R. SP Victorino, in her capacity as | 11-Feb- Appeals. Oct S P a d Payanig Dismissed per September 7,2006 Resolution of C.A. 
No. 88549 Presiding Judge of the RTC 05 15th E E Property 15th Division,penned by Justice Santiago-Lagman. 
ayes ION, December 17,2004 in i 
of Pasig City, Br. 157 and MC Division Fa 
z Civil Case No.70038 
Home Depot, Inc. 
| Per Decision dated 7 November 2014, the court 
rendered judgment which: (1) declared the public 
Declaration of Nullity auction made by the City of Mandaluyong null and 
Republic of the Philippines, RTC Branch | of Real Property Tax void; (2) ordered the City Mayor, City Treasurer and 
: EDSA corner 3 Sesh os 
represented by the 17-Jul- 212, Delinquency Sale, City Assessor to issue the necessary certifications, 
18) MC 12-6566 : : ns ; Berkeley i p 
Presidential Commission on 12 Mandaluyon Cancellation of (Wack Wack) clearances and documentation and facilitate the 
Good Government g City Certificate of Sale and registration of the transfers from PCGG and IRC in 
Damages favor of the DOTC for 116 square meters and the 
winning bidder, DDBS Advertising Unlimited,Inc. for 
i == | _| the 2,012 square meters. 
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16 
Republic of the Philippines, Court of Appeal on the 7 Per Resolution dated 4 March 2016, Plaintiff-Appellees | 
November 2014 EDSA corner | Motion for Extension of ninety (90) days from 
C.A. G.R. No. CV- represented by the Appeals, 9th si : : ae . 
; E ee Sipe decision of Judge Berkeley February 26,2016 or until May 26,2016 within which to 
105231 Presidential Commission on Division, . te hr ; i ; 
: Carlos A. Valenzuela | (Wack Wack) | file appellee's brief was granted with warning against 
Good Government Manila 
213) | | further extension 
Per Order dated 15 August 2014, the Notice of 
19) Civil Case No. Mid Pasig Land 10-Feb- MTC Branch Rockland Withdrawal of Appearance of Atty. Vladimir Bumatay 
8479 Development Corporation 11 68, Pasig Ejectment Area (31,000 | as counsel for defendant was noted. Notices, orders 
vs. Rockland City sq.meters) | and resolutions and other court processes were 
dered to be sent to defendant's address. 
een on i Ab, 4 or | 
isi 2 g > jal 
Mid Pasig Land RTC Branch Rockland re Decision aed ay pas ea Wia, ne part appeal 
SCA Case No. 3947 Devélonment Corpóraton 155 Pasig Appeal on the March Area (31,000 filed by Rockland Construction was dismissed and the 
i ni Eee Cj i 10,2014 decision. oe ae assailed decision dated March 10,2014 rendered by 
| i ay Qo s) MeTC Branch 68, Pasig City was affirmed in toto. 
; ~ _ 
4 | | o ia n at Per Order dated 16 February 2016, the Manifestation 
+ pags E an dated 2 February 2016 filed by the respondents thru 
Rie tidal min the Office of the Solicitor General and received by the 
Carranza which were 
ablished in the court on 3 February 2016 was duly noted. In the 
; se OER RA Rockland Order dated 16 June 2017, the Regional trial court 
20) SCA Case No. Rockland vs. Comm. Ruben | 14-Feb- | RTC Branch paper S i dismissed the case with finality in view of the Entry of 
cape the IRC Board Area (31,000 A : 
2242 Carranza, et al. 02 67 Pasig City E tie cometes) Judgment issued by the Court of Appeals in CA GR 
RA t SP No. 139939 (SCA 2242) nullifying the Resolution 
pi ; dated 5 August 2014 and Order dated 3 February 2015 
Notice to the Public ai 
that Payanig Area is a and a new one rendered dismissing SCa No. 2242. A 
; & Cerificate of Finality dated August 29, 2017 was issued 
government 
e ” | by the court. 
L 3h L | propery” | 





C.A. G.R. No.139939 





Mid-Pasig Land 
Development Corporation 
vs. Amorfina Cerrado-Cezar 
and Rockland Construction 
Company,Inc. 





21) SCA Case No. 
2256 


Rockland vs. Mid Pasig Land 
Development Corporation 


13-Apr- 
15 








Court of 
Appeals, 
Manila 


al 


action for certiorari 
under Rule 65 which 
seeks to declare as the 
null and void the (1) 
Resolution dated 
August 5,2014 which 
denied, for lack of 
merit petitioners’ 
Demutrrer to Evidence 
and (2) Order sated 
February 3,2015, 
which denied 
petitioners’ Motion for 
Reconsideration of the 
above Resolution, 
both made by 
Hon.Amorfina 
Cerrado-Cezar. 


| this is a special civil | 


Rockland 
Area (31,000 
sq.meters) 


a 


Per Resolution dated 27 April 2016, the OSG's 
Compliance filed on February 26,2016 was noted and 
considered substantial compliance with the Court's 
Resolution dated January 26,2016. 








29-Jan- 
02 


RTC Branch 
67,Pasig City 


Lt 


This assails the entry 
of security guards 
employed by Task 
Force Agency and 

assigned to IRC mto 
the portion of the 

Payanig Area 
occupied by Rockland 
and/or MC Home 
Depot. 


Rockland 
Area (31,000 
sq.meters} 


Per 5 February 2013 Order of Judge Cezar, entire 
records of the case elevated to the Court of Appeals. 





CA G.R. CV 
No.35558 





— 





People of the Philippines, 
Rockland Construction 
Company vs. MPLDC 


T 


5-Feb-13 





f 


Court of 
Appeals, 
15th 
Division 








ES 


Appeal on the 
Resolution dated 30 
January 2012 and 
Omnibus Order dated 
15 November 2012 
issued by RTC Branch 
67 


aa 


Rockland 
Area (31,006 
sq.meters) 





i 


4 oe 
Per Resolution dated 3 December 2014, Appellee's 
comment was noted and with OSG's submission of 
Comment, the case was considered submitted for 
resolution. 














aah 


sr yanar 
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i Teen | 7 
This assails the entry 
into the contested area 
of IRC officers, Brgy. Per Order dated 6 May 2016,only PCGG's counsel, 
22) SCA Case No. | Rockland vs. Mid-Pasig Land | 1-Mar- | RTC Branch ia Salento Rockland | Atty Lord Villanueva appeared and requested for EE 
2320 Development Corporation 02 67 Pasig Ci officials of the City Area (31,000 | to file comment to the plaintiffs motion for 
P P a ty Engineer and sq.meters) reconsideration. As prayed for,respondent's counsel is 
members of the given ten(10) days from receipt of the order . 
SWAT Team and Task 
Force 
; — - 
Petition for Review 
under rule 45 . 
Pasig Printing Corp. vs. Supreme questioning Rockland on oe nee ee an i oe nae 
23) G.R. No. 193592 Rockland Construction 8-Oct-10 | Court, 2nd respondent's right of Area (31,000 s: a z S ° 
: C aor eae. the Court of Appeals reinstating Rockland's 
: ompany, Inc. Division possession to a sq.meters) ne ; 
F : . possession of the property are annulled and set aside. 
portion of Payanig 
Property. 
Action for Orne GRIS 
24) Civil Case No Gene dela Cruz vs.Mid | Apr- | RTCBranch | Consignation of 750 a 
i Pasig Land Dev. Corp and P eer rentals for the : q | Dismissed per September 17, 2012 Order. 
72555-PSG 10 265 Pasig City : flat portion 
PCGG months of April, 
and 4,000 sq. 
May and June 2010 i 
_| | meters ravine) 








i a 


























ig [p= ‘| Per Decision dated 16 January 2017, RTC's dismissal of | 
the Complaint, and its categorical finding that 
appellee Dela Cruz's consignation was not proper, 
rendered Dela Cruz's consignation ineffectual. Since 
Gene de la the consignation was ineffectual, it would not produce 
; Cruz Area any legal effect, and it would be as if no consignation 
Gene de la Cruz vs. Mid Court y iega i 3 
C.A. G.R. No. CV- : ANS 15-Apr- purt et . ies cue (7,500 sq.m. | has been made. Consistent with the prevailing 
400315 Pasig Land Dev. Corp and Appeals,Specia September 17, 2012 : nas maa 
13 eee flat portion | jurisprudence, it was proper for the RTC to deny 
PCGG 1 8th Division Order. : : . 
and 4,000 sq. | appellant's motion to withdraw the amount consigned 
meters ravine) | by appellee Dela Cruz and to order the release of the 
consigned sum of money to appellee Dela Cruz. The 
appeal was dismissed. The decison has become final 
and executory on 10 February 2017 and recorded in 
E r : the Book of Entries of Judgments on 17 April 2017.. 
Office of City Violation of ee Gene de la Resolution dated 3 October 2012 ACP Christopher 
25) XV-06-INV- Luis Quiogue (MPLDC) vs. | Aug. 31, Prosecutor » 315 2(a) of the Cruz Area Nonatus B. Ortiz recommended GDLC to be charged 
TLH-00849 Gene De La Cruz 2011 Mandaluyong | 4-3 (4,604 square | with Estafa under Article 315 2(a) of the Revised Penal 
: Revised Penal Code 
City | meters } Code. 





reer 








MC 12-14623 


bess 


People of the Philippines vs. 


Gene dela Cruz 


5-Oct-12 


RTC Branch 
213,Mandaluy 
ong City 


Violation of Article 
315 2(a) of the 
Revised Penal Code 


Gene de Ja 
Cruz Area 
(4,604 square 
meters ) 


E | 


The scheduled continuation of Former GM Luis 
Quiogue was cancelled due to the ongoing court 
inventory of courts. The schedule of the next setting is 
subject to the order of the court. Meanwhile, in the 1 
March 2017 hearing on the Urgent Motion to 
Temporarily Lift Hold Departure Order, the court 
gave the Deputy City Prosecutor Bernardino Camba 
seven (7) days within which to file his 
comment/opposition. Thereafter, the motion is 
deemed submitted for resolution. In the Order dated 
14 March 2017, the court granted the Motion to 
Temporarily Lift the Hold Departure Order to allow 
the accused to travel to the United States from 21 
March to 21 April 2017 subject to the posting of 
P300,000.00 travel bond, submission of report within 5 
days from his arrival to the Philippines and 
submission of photocopy of his Philippine passport 
depicting all the entries and exit he made from the 
Philippines to the USA and vice versa. For complying 
the conditions of the court, the motion to release the 
P300,000.00 travel bond was granted in the Order 
dated 5 June 2017. The continuation of cross- 
examination of the first prosecution witness is re-set to 
2 August 2017. Due to the unavailability of the 
plaintiff's witness, his cross-examination was re-set to 
27, September 2017. 





01422 





26) XV-06-INV-12L- 





A 


Luis Quiogue (Mid Pasig) vs. 


Gene De La Cruz 





| Office of City 


Prosecutor 
Mandaluyong 


City 





Violation of B.P. 22 


i coe 








Gene dela | 


Cruz Area 
(4,604 square 
meters ) 





= 5 


Resolution dated 1 July 2013 ASP Arnold Magpantay 
recommended GDLC to be charged with four (4) 
counts of B.P. 22. 
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CRIM CASE 
NO.111439-42 


People of the Philippines vs. 
Gene dela Cruz 





30-Jul- 


MTC Branch 
97, 
Mandaluyong 


City 


Gene de la 


Mime. aea 





meters ) 


| 


(4,604 square 


| Per Joint Order dated 18 October 2016,former GM Luis 
G. Quiogue testified in court. The prosecution 
admitted that the signatures appearing on the subject 
checks are not the signatures of Gene dela Cruz but 
those of his wife, Elena Joyce dela Cruz. It was 
therefore Mrs.Dela Cruz and not the accused who 
issued the subject checks. As moved by the defense 
counsel, these cases are hereby ordered dismissed for 
lack of evidence 














27) Civil Case No. 
71671 


Newfound Land vs. Mid- 
Pasig Land Development 
Corporation 


22-Apr- 


RTC Branch 
67 Pasig City 











Declaration of Nullity 


of Titles with prayer 
for damages “| 


Per Order dated 20 October 2014, Motion for New 
Trial was denied for lack of merit. 





— 


— 





4} 

















= Per Decision dated 21 December 2016, for being 


equally negligent of its case against MPLDC,NLI 
cannot just pass all the blame to its lawyers in order to 
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be absolved of the consequences thereof. Even 
Court of Appeal from Orders assuming its lawyers were grossly negligent in 
Newfound Land vs. Mid- dated November prosecuting its case, the SC held in Bejarasco v. PP 
C.A. G.R. No. CV- : 23-Nov- Appeals, = : ges Tete ee 
Pasig Land Development : 27,2012 and July that such gross negligence will still blind the client if 
103878 ; 15 First Sade ` : aoe 
Corporation Divisi 22,2013 or RTC | the latter was likewise negligent in monitoring the 
ivision Nate i mee a 
Branch 67, Pasig City status of his/her case by not being in contact from 
l time to time with his lawyer. Accordingly, the appeal 
is dismissed for lack of merit. On 11 April 2017, the 
CA issued a Resolution directing to issue an Entry of 
J g _ | Judgment. 
DERE VITECASES > g 
Heirs of Elena Laurora and 
i . RT . 89, i i 
28) Civil Case No. Marceline Lauron nee 22-Apr- ate Concer ef Carmona, IRC have yet to receive Order as to the date of the next 
BCV 99-47 IRC and the Register of 99 Bacoor, Transfer Certificate of Cavite setba 
Deeds for the Province of Cavite Title a & 
Cavite 
an =o 








greenery 


proce 
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22 
Rosario M. Gardiola and p 1 T 
Consuelo M. Carreon vs. RTC Branch Recovery of 
29) BCV -98-51 IRC, PCGG and Provincial | “*J8* | 89, Bacoor, Ownership and Carmona., |In: the; pider -dated October 15,1978; -Mhe court 
Agrari ; 98 : Cavite dismissed the case for lack of jurisdiction. 
grarian Reform Officer of Cavite Damages 
Cavite 
L 
+ im T Per Order dated 19 November 2013, the hearing set on 
30) Civil Case No. Teofilo G. Enopia, et al vs. 5-Apr- RTC Branch Annulment/ Cancellat December 3,2012 is cancelled and reset to 18 February 
TC1887 IRC 99 18, Tagaytay ion of TCT with Silang, Cavite | 2014 at 8:30 AM. giving due course to respondent 
City Damages counsel's Motion to Cancel Hearing due to previous 
kas «ih mitment. 








Luis G. Quiogue vs. Benito 


. j Office of the 





Violation of Sec. 3(e) 


— 


Excessive 





Dismissed per Ombudsman Resolution dated 13 








149602921 -Jul-12 
PREN Estacio aata. oana R.A. No. 3019 Bonuses (IRC) | October 2014. 
|- J — n i L | 
A F Per Resolution dated 2 March 2016, the court resolved 
: to: ¿£ 0) 
Note and grant petitioner's Manifestation dated 4 
í ; ; Si ; February 2016; 
Luis G. Quiogue vs. Benito 26-Jun- Supreme Violation of Sec. 3(e) Excessive ; í 
-R. No. 2 2 : 
CE Nein Estacio 15 Court R.A. No. 3019 Bonuses (ROA 2 Ne a Reply; 


(3) Dispense with the court's earlier directive requiring 
private respondent to furnish petitioner with a copy of 
his comment on account of the manifestation and 














-| reply filed and noted. 





re 








Indorsement Letter from Milagros Mata (Director 





=a 


12-C 


City Retirement Benefits | 


32) SEAD-ROIV-A- | o aie e 19-Mar- E aian Single Entry Cavite/Lagun | dated 15 April 2013) informing The Management that 
LAG-0313-162 ae ne zocaüon Ine 13 (Calznba) Approach (SENA) a Properties | the entire records of the case is forwarded to NLRC 
ora | RAB No. IV, Atty. Generoso V. Santos. 
33)RAB IV-09-1370- rade Wisdina Seal: we. 13-Oct- pase Illegal Dismissal/ Cavite/Lagun | LA Renell Joseph dela Cruz Notice of Resolution/ 
: ` alamba Non Payment of : Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
TRC,et al. 12 a Properties 


without prejudice. 








bed i i t : 7 
34) RAB IV-11- Agustin Papa,et al. vs. IRC,et | 1 4-Nov- NLRC Illegal Dismissal/ Cavite/Lagun LA Renell Joseph dela Cruz Notice of Resolution/ 
Calamba Non Payment of ` Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
01700-12-C al. 12 ; ; f a Properties ; Dis 
i Sj ‘a City Retirement Benefits without prejudice. 
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23 
TER i | NLRC Hegal Dismissal / i LA Renell Joseph dela Cruz' Notice of Resolution/ | 
i RABIN LOLS As Brinda G. ae sie eral A Calamba Nien Payment of p en Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
vs. etal. 2 : $ : ; ee 
ý City | Retirement Benefits without prejudice. 
, NLRC Ilegal Dismissal/ ; LA Renell Joseph dela Cruz' Notice of Resolution/ 
= RNASE ee a Oa ee Calamba Non Payment of pen a Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
ae. Lk =| City Retirement Benefits ipsa tae without prejudice. 
. NLRC Tegal Dismissal/ : LA Renell Joseph dela Cruz' Notice of Resolution/ 
7 a i pegina E takya D E Calamba Non Payment of eo EN Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
p = 5 =. “the sa = = i | ee naie dela Cruz! Notice of Resolution/ 
: NL egal Dismiss ; enell Joseph dela Cruz' Notice of kesoiution 
es a enh te Mane es n ANA a ii Calamba Non Payment of p a Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
i ie i3 City —| Retirement Benefits ei | without prejudice. 
e . NLRC IWlegal Dismissal/ s LA Renell Joseph dela Cruz' Notice of Resolution/ 
a 7 ABIN eta E r. ahve: pa Calamba Non Payment of a ae Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
-i etal. ; : ; ; eer 
: | City Retirement Benefits yx ken prejudice. 
á . NLRC Ilegal Dismissal/ . x LA Renell Joseph dela Cruz’ Notice of Resolution/ 
- a iy by Y s O . . ý 
o = REN ge Aida Baylo,et al.vs. IRC,et al. ri Calamba Non Payment of re a Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
i = City Retirement Benefits without prejudice. 
— m | Rate i È u 
41) RAB IV-11-1654- Rolando Cabigan,et al.vs 6-Nov- NLRC | Illegal Dismissal/ Cavite/Lagun LA Renell Joseph dela Cruz Notice of Resolution/ 
12-C IRCei al ans E 12 Calamba Non Payment of a Proper inte Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
i a City _ | Retirement Benefits _ | without prejudice. 
ei [NLRC [legal Dismi dela Cruz’ Notice of Resoluti 
; gal Dismissal/ LA Renell Joseph dela Cruz’ Notice o esolution/ 
se . PREHEN ME ee ahve: alae Calamba Non Payment of e BES 1 | Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
- etal. : À : ; ae? 
í City _| Retirement Benefits without prejudice. 
P RABIV-11-1671- | Nila C talvs. IRC Be 8-Nov- NLRC Hegal Dismissal/ Cavite/Lagun | LA Renell Joseph dela Cruz' Notice of Resolution/ | 
. Cc ian ray ae NAE A 49 Calamba Non Payment of i Properties Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
- al. i : f net 
City Retirement Benefits without prejudice. 
as + ane ia Crus Nob R ; 
44) RAB IV-11-1778- Leonila Zuniga,et al.vs. 27-Nov- BBS Mega! Dismissal, Cavite/ Lagun ba arr E de ‘i ia ae ee we meee 
í IRC étal 12 Calamba Non Payment of a Properties Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
12-C et al. = x City | Retirement Benene ea eae SS We Ken 
45) RAB IV-11-1780- Lorenza Verafia,et al.vs. 27-Nov- NTR egal Dismissal/ Cavite/Lagun LA Rene ee £ 3 > aoe T ee pons 
12-0 IRC etal 12 Calamba Non Payment ja a Properties E dated = March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
ere City Retirement Benefits without prejudice. 
46) RAB IV-11-1 388- Rodolfo Jimenez,Sr,et al. vs. 13-Dec- NLRC 5 Hlegal Dismissal/ Cavite/Lagun LA Renell Joseph dela Cruz Notice of Resolution/ | 
i 12 Calamba Non Payment of Properties Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
Ine IRC,et al. "as City | Retirement Benefits i P without prejudice. 
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sa =r i : RREH) 
47) RAB IV-11-1899- Prescilla Gonzales,et al.vs. 14-Dec- MIPE Mee Dismissal] Cavite/ Lagun LA Repel Jos ph adla ae Gi of Reopen 
12-L IRCetal. 12 Calamba Non Payment of a Properties Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
L City _ Retirement Benefits without prejudice. — 
48)RAB IV-11-1900- | Avelina Samson,et al.vs. | 14-Dec- pon aaa Cavite/Lagun age: eee oe aed Posts T 
12-C IRC et al. 12 alamba on ayment of a Properties Or er ated 12 arch 2013 dismisse e complaint 
City Retirement Benefits without prejudice. 
49)RAB IV-11-1933- Romeo Sarmiento,et al. vs. 19-Dec- WORN Ilegal Dismissal/ Cavite/ Lagun LA Renell Joseph dela Cruz Nouce . Resolution, 
12-C IRCet al. 12 Calamba Non Payment of a Properties Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
City Retirement Benefits | without t prejudice. 
50) RAB IV-11-1935- | Senando Cabrera,et al.vs. | 19-Dec- oe oe Cavite/Lagun ae o PN sar ae ae Penman 
12-L IRCet al. 12 alamba on Payment of a Properties rder ated 12 arc ismissed the complaint 
=|; City —] Retirement Benefits without prejudice. _ : P 
51) RAB IV-11-1937- Cecilia Gimutao,et al.vs. 19-Dec- NLRC Illegal Dismissal/ Cavite/Lagun LA Renell Joseph dela Cruz Notice of Resolution/ 
12-C mCetal Calamba Non Payment of a Properties Order dated 12 March 2013 dismissed the complaint 
aes Retirement Benefits P without prejudice. 
j Ea ] PEGG, Represented by | E Ea ee au 
VICENTE L. GENGOS, JR. : : 
Rte Sale tare ae a Payanig Per Resolution dated 15 January 2014, the Court adopted 
oe QUIO GUE vs. Judge Joy Gross Ignorance of Property and approved the findings of fact, conclusions of law and 
) OCA IPI 13- Casihan-Dumlao, Former 10-Sep- Supreme the Law and (13,168 square | recommendations of the Office of the Court Administrator 
4130-RTJ Presiding Judge of MTC Branch 13 Court Knowingly Rendering meters- in the attached report dated October 23, 2013. The complaint 
72, Pasig City (Newly appointed an Unjust Judgment Citygolf against Judge Joy Casihan Dumlao is dismissed for being 
Presiding Judge of RTC Pasig Plaza) aca e 
z yee LP i STA. ROSA PROPERTY | 3 ad 2 i eee el cial” 3. GA 
| Per Resolution dated 26 January 2017, the Petition for 
Annulment of Judgment is considered submitted for 
Republic of the Philippines, decision for failure of private respondent, despite notice to 
represented by PCGG and file Memorandum. Notice of Decision dated Nov. 27, 2017- 
IRC vs. Hon. Judge Romeo Court of Annulment of eter P oa, ee H; a re ae 
3) CA. GR. i d í 18-Sep- petition for annulment of judgment 1s TED.- The 
: ay GRENG Jia eats Sr em 8 S P Appeals, pom ais Soe ce pe Order dated 11 October 2005 of the RTC of Binan, Laguna 
ge, a 2nd Division sedan, man, roperty Branch 25 in LRC Case No. B-3440 is ANNULLED and SET 
Laguna, Stet (Angelica) Laguna, Branch 25) ASIDE. - The Petition for Issuance of New Owner's 
Erlinda Leviste, OSB and Duplicate Copy of TCT No. T-15103 filed by private resp 
Romulo Alforja Erlinda Leviste is DISMISSED.- The Register of Deeds for 
Calamba City is directed to CANCEL TCT No. T-706261 
| E issued in private respondent's name. 




































































25 
Alyansa ng mga | 
Makab ilipi 
ae ne Peston for junction 
iG canoe f (With Urgent Prayer Per Order dated 18 August 2015, the Motion to 
and in representation of its 2 y gus 
individual b RTC Branch for the Issuance of ; Dismiss filed by Respondents was granted and the 
54) R-QZN-15- individual members ranc T Payanig sa x: f p : ante gt ; 
) LAWRENCE A. GARCIA 8-Jul-15 | 85, Quezon emporary Pasi Petition for Injunction was dismisse without 
06206-CV ; : jae Restraining Order 5 prejudice. The Motion for Reconsideration filed over 
JR., DIDITH V. BALTAZAR, City : Property : ah aa 
RYAN C. PAGDILAO and and/ or Writ of the same Order was denied with finality for lack of 
EDWIN V. TANEGA in their Sain Aa 
personal capacities as TRASAS 
taxpayers J = 
— 
Alyansa ng mga 
Makabayang Pilipino Tungo 
sa Pag-Unlad, Inc. for itself 
i pon = Court of Petton for ertorani Payanig sa j 
55) C.A. G.R.SP LAWRENCE A. GARCIA 4-Feb-16 Appeals on Orders dated 18 Tak Per Resolution dated 3 November 2016, the instant 
NO. 144027 ; ‘ Ga f i - j j i 
4 IR, DIDITH V. BALT AZAR, ond Division Do aa ey Property Motion for Reconsideration was denied. 
RYAN C. PAGDILAO and aati 
EDWIN V. TANEGA in their 
personal capacities as 
taxpayers 
Alyansa ng mga 
Makabayang Pilpino Tungo 
sa Pag-Unlad, Inc. for itself 
Een n Supreme Petition for Certiorari Payanig sa 
LAWRENCE A. GARCIA, Court, ?nd a ae P 29 Pasig Pari a filed their Compliance on 2 
JR, DIDITH V. BALTAZAR, Division eo sore Property Sone 
RYAN C. PAGDILAO and ae 
EDWIN V. TANEGA in their 
personal capacities as 3 
i taxpayers i i 
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26 
| | RONNINO vs. “ ee i | 
PRESIDENTIAL piece ae mee 
COMMISSION ON GOOD ne ee eae a 
55) CIVIL CASE COV ERNMENT REC Prandi Temporary Payanigsa |Per Order dated 20 August 2015, the case was 
NO.74875 INDEPENDENT REALTY 157, Pasig Restraining Order Pasig temporarily archived on account of difficulties in 
CORPORATION and MID City and/or Wit of Property | serving summons to Plaintiff 
PASIG LAND Preliminary 
DEVELOPMENT Injunction 
CORPORATION QJulls | _| 
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Republic of the Philippines 


PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION ON GOOD GOVERNMENT 


PRIVATIZATION PLAN 2018-2022 


2018 








Property 


Location 


4 


Prc Approved. 
Floor Price 





Tagaytay Property 


Francisco Evergreen Subd., 
Tagaytay City 
(2,335 sq.m.) 


4,801,000 | 





L 


| 


Puerto Galera Property 


Bgy. Santo Niño, Puerto. 
Galera, Oriental Mindoro, 
(1,000 sq.m.) 


1,750,000 | 





Calapan Property 


| 


Bgy. Balite, Calapan, 
Oriental Mindoro 
_| (300 sq.m.) 


—j 
510,000 





BBC-Naga 


Bgy. Mabolo, Naga City 
| (5,952 sq.m.) 


24,800,000 





Kingswood Property 


+ 


Kingswood Street, Emerald 
Court Subd., Caloocan City 


1,200,000 





Maligaya Property 


(480 sq.m.) | 





Maligaya St., Pangarap 
Village, Caloocan City 
(300 sq.m.) 


250,000 





Matahimik Property 


Matahimik St., Pangarap 
Village, Makatipo, Tala, 
Caloocan City 


-| 
250,000 


p 





IRC GMA Property 


(300 sq.m.) 
| 


Bgy. Gregoria de Jesus, 
GMA, Cavite i 
(64,669 sq.m. — portion of 


34,325,000 





BREDCO Property 


total area of 89,741 sq.m.) ` |- 


Rodriguez Ave. cor. Bag-ong 
Dalan Road Bgy. 35 Purok 
Malipayo Reclamation Area, 
Bacolod 


268,128,000 








TOTAL 


| 


4 
P336,014,000 











2017 TOTAL: P 336,014,000 








2018 .... 





I. REAL PROPERTIES 

























































































Property Location | Estimated Value Timetable 
1. Piedras Property Brgy. Cabcaben, 2,251,089.00 1st Quarter 
(50,000 sq.m. Mariveles, 
owner’s retained Bataan 
area per DAR) 
L 
Sub-Total : P 2,251,089.00 
ll. SHARES OF STOCKS 
Issuing elie No. of Shares Estimated Value Timetable 4 
A. Soriano 1,334,792 | 8,168,927.04 | 
Corporation E | 
Atlas Consolidated 177,784 i 942,255.20 
Mining & Dev't. 
Corporation | 
Benguet “A” 89,198 | “A” 193,559.66 
Consolidated, Inc. “B” 467,217 | “B” 1,027,877.40° 
j (Total: 556,415) 1,221,437.06 
Lepanto “A” 67,378,252 | “A"14,088,458.94 | 
Consolidated “B” 4,893,130 | “B” 1,076,488.60 
Mining Company (Total: 72,271,382) 15,764,947-54 
Marecventures ~ 20,400 45,084.00 | 274 Quarter 
Holdings, Inc. = ze 
OPMC “A” 770,431 | “A” 8,474,741.00 
“B” 225,080,988 | “B” 2,475.890.87 
(Total:225,851,419) 10,950,631.87 | 
PAL Holdings 1,811 9,417.20 
Philex Mining 132,623 1,193,607.00 | 
| Corporation | 
Philex Petroleum 16,577 61,334.90 | 
Corporation a R 
| The Philodrill Corp. 165,807,000 |- + _1,989,684.00 
Trans-Asia Oil & 934 2,736.62 
Devt. Corp. | 
Sub-Total : P 40,350,062.43 
I. JEWELRY 
Location Estimated Value Timetable 
1. Hawaii Collection: | BSP Vault 


P EO grd-qth Quarter 





Sub-Total : P 704,796,500.00 








2018 TOTAL: P 747,396,651.43 











I. SHARES OF STOCKS 





Issuing Company | No. of Shares 


Estimated Value 





POTC | Gs 4727 | 


684,691,182.00 











2019 TOTAL: P 684,691,182.00 








I. SHARES OF STOCKS 






























































pen r 
, Issuing Company ia No. of Shares ai Estimated Value 
 Chemficlas Inc. 19,176,94 ETAETA 
m Manila Polo Club | 1 | 7,000,000.00 ! 
Makati Sports Club, Inc. ie 1 300,000.00 
PLDT 3,700 6,863,500.00 | 
T | PNCC : 39,605 396,050.00 
Phil. Oil Geothermal ~ «A 890,000 | 8,000.00 
Energy, Inc. “B” 25,200,000 252,000.00 
L Total: 26,000,000 260,000.00 
Puerto Azul ja 2 150,000.00 
2020 Total : P 26,475,716.40 
2021 
I, REAL PROPERTIES 
Property Location Estimated Value 
PCGG “Payanig” Meralco Ave. corner Dona 16,751,125,000.00 | 
Property Julia‘Vargas Ave. corner 
(184,891 sq.m. land with | Ortigas Ave., Bgy.Ugong, 
improvements) Pasig City 








jain 





| 2021 Total: P 16,751,125,000.00 























2022 

: 

p I. REAL PROPERTIES 

j 

B Property Location Estimated Value U 
EDSA PROPERTY No. 82 EDSA 227,758,000.00 
(PCGG Offices) Mandaluyong City - 

P TCT No. 18086 - 2,885 

i sq.m. 
Gn the name of the 

5 Republic of the 

| Philippines) =f 











2022 TOTAL: P 227,758,000.00 ] 








